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. that if the Lord Jeſus would not honour him- 
ſelf to become our Mediator, till he was anointed by 
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and make himſelf a Miniſter, before he be lawfully Or. 
em of * Jus Div Ai. 


THE 


PREFACE. 
U * my Examination of Mr. 
| Perrce's Sermon, Presbyterian 
Ordination Proud t ter: 
its Preface, two principal Heads of De- 
| bate have ariſen between us. The one, 
F. | concerning his Doctrine of Trying Mi- 
niſtries by Succeſs, firſt deliver d in his 
Sermon, An Uſeful Miniſtry a Valid 
One, and repeated with ſome Vindica- 
tion in the fore- mention d Preface. The 
other, concerning the Power of Presby- 
ters to Ordain; which he endeavours 
| to eſtabliſh in the firſt-nam'd Sermon. 
The Reader hath here a particular Re- 
ply to his Defence, ſo far as it relates to 
| the former of theſe Heads, together with 
ſeveral incidental matters, whereof the 
| Contents ſubjoyn d will give an account. 
| Jt was my defign to have publiſhd 
| together an entire Reply to the firſt _ 
a 2 0 


of his Defence, which contains ſeveral! 
other incidental- matters: and ſuch an p 
one I have ready by me. But it being he 
ſwell d to too great a bulk, and not eaſy B. 
to be contracted within the bounds I am H 
not willing to exceed, I thought it bet- 
ter to publiſh this; which is the main in 
part, by itſelf; leaving the reſt to fol- be 
low, either in whole or in part, and ff 
either ſeparately, or joyntly, with ſome- ol 
what elſe, as future conſiderations ſhall ſtt. 
determine. I'cannnot think of ſuppreſs- x. 
ing it altogether : becauſe then Mr. jc: 
Peirce would have too much colour [Þ: 
to complain that juſtice is not done him. Il 
And T would not in any point refuſe him ſt 
reaſonable ſatisfaction. If he ſhall at any ſſc 
time think fit to make a Rejoinder to P 
what is offer'd to the Publick; my re- 

queſt is, that he would not fail to ex- Ile 
plain himſelf upon thoſe particulars, B 
which I have remark d as needing expli- 1 
cation: that ſo the true point in diffe- If 
rence may plainly appear, and our Rea- 
ders more eaſily judge of the importance it 
of it, and of the force and pertinence of 
the arguments us'd on either fide. It 
1 There 


The Preface 


4 There is little occaſion, I conceive, to 
an! ipologize for my dehy 1 in Replying. Se- 
ng feral accidents have contributed to it. 
y Put indeed, I have not thought haſt re- 
m Huifite. And the Publick, it may be, 
t- ill give me the more favourable hear- 
in ing, when allow 'd a convenient interval 
JL petween my importunities. Nor do 1 
1d affect the reputation of a quick Writer, 
e- jor defire to compare with Mr. Pezrce in 
ll ſthat reſpect. I am content with the ad- 
GC. antages, which a better Cauſe and more 
r. [care give me. Nor do I think a needleſs 
ur [haſt, will excuſe faults. However, what 
n. I now publiſh hath long wanted only 
m tranſcribing, and ſo had appear d much 
iy [ſooner, if it had been intended to ap- 
to [pear alone. 
e- Our way hitherto hath been to fol- 
x- [low one another ſtep by ſtep. The ſame 
8, [1s here taken. And the advantage of it 
li- Jis, that it renders the juſtice or inju- 
&. [{tice done to the adverſary eaſieſt to be 
a-Jobſervd. But that courſe growing now 
def too tedious, and advancing apace to be 
of voluminous, as well as looking confus d, 
it will be neceflary in the Reply which, 
with 


The Preface. 

with God's leave, I defign to the Second 
Part of Mr. Peirce s Defence, to procee 
by another method. Wherein I ſhall take 
the liberty to paſs by what is not mate 
rial, and of the reſt to conſider the ef$< 
fect or ſubſtance of the meaning without / 
regarding the form of expreſſion, if notþ<4 
proper or not conciſe, and ſhall endea-| 5 
vour to reduce every thing into that or- cc 
der, which is moſt agreeable to reaſon, : 
and moſt conducive to brevity and per- 
ſpicuity. And notwithſtanding that great 
experience in the Controverſy, which hefe 
pretends to, and I ſhall not diſpute, 
hope to make it appear, that the 2 hek..: 
hath taken hath ſuch a defect, as all his 
skill cannot ſupply. 

Then we are to enquire, who havek: 
Power to Ordain. In the mean time we 
are to confider an attempt, that wouldþ. 
render that enquiry in a great meaſure] 
uſeleſs or needleſs, by eſtabliſhing a Rule 
for Trying the Pretenſions of Miniſtries, Pe 
the whole bufineſs of Ordination being 
wav dd. How Mr. Peirce hath ſucceeded 
in that attempt is the main queſtion un- 
der preſent Examination. 

THE 
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A Reply 70 Mr. PEIRCE. 
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SECTIONI. | 
6 R. P. in the beginning of his Defence againſt my 
1d! 


M Remarks is pleas'd to ſuppoſe, that his Adver- 
all ſaries did not think ſuch an Anſwer to his Ser- 
Gg mon about Ordination ſufficient, as is contain'd in The 
 ({Invalidity of the Diſſenting Miniſtry &c. and therefore 
15 g d the world ( as his phraſe is) with another. 
But chat learned Author (to me unknown) and the 
2 world too, will, I hope, rather believe that ſincere account, 
cceſwhich I gave in my Preface, of the occaſion both of my 
. 7qcompoling and publiſhing thoſe Remarks, which were 
ſin a manner finiſh'd, before his Book came out. 
The Title which I gave my Remarks, ſo diſpleaſing to 
Mr. P. was choſen by me on no other account, than the 
better to expreſs the nature of them; without the leaſt in- 
tention to give any man 4 notion of ſome grievous immora- 
ity T had aiſcover d in his private converſation. My Con- 
ſcience 1s perfectly clear in this point, and bears me wit- 
neſs that I ſcorn all ſuch baſe and pitiful artifices. And 
as my Title-page did not imply, but, taken altogether, ra- 
her excluded any reference to his private converſation ; 
ſo in my Preface I took particular care to obviate any ſu- 
ſpicion that I meddled with it: declaring expreſsly againſt 
it, and {hat my repreh:nſions were funded wholly on what 
be had made publick, and that by me ſpecified. | expreſs d 
my deſire too (which was unfeigned ) hat none of my 
readers would admit of any impreſſions to his diſaduantage, 
vithout well conſidering how they are grounded. So care- 
Dj tul was I to ſecure Mr. A. from any wrong, as well as not 
ep directly to do him any. But to proceed, : 
I never blam'd the Diſſenters barely for vindicating them- 
| ſelves 


ſelves by the Preſs. But they ought to do it in a modeſt 
and even reſpectful way. Reproachful reflections on the] 
Church and her Friends, if not chargeable with falſhood, 
are not therefore juſtifiable. Far from it: unleſs I have 
been ſtrangely miſtaken all along, as to the reſpect which 
is due to the Eſtabliſhments of Authority and the Intereſts 
of Peace, and as to the meaning of thoſe unlimited prohi- 
bitions of ſpeaking evil of, or Judgin one another, which 
| we meet with in the Sacred Records of our Religion. 
And therefore I cannot but admire to ſee Mr. P. (Def. 
P. 14.) preſuming that if they (the Piſſenters)] c/car tbem- 
Jelues of making falſe and undeſerv d reftecrioms, no one ui: 
i blame them for the other. But why not? Is the Chriſtian : 
' Law of meekneſs expir'd Or, Have Diſſenters obtain d 
1 an Exemption from it? Or, Is the regard to it dropt by 
f conſent on all ſides? For my part, as I never came into 
N any ſuch compact, and have ſome kindneſs ſtill for that 
| deipis'd virtue, I ſhall make bold to remark now and then 
N ſuch open tranſgreſſions of it, as ſhall come in my way. 
| Yet, as I ſhall not oblige my ſelf to take notice of 
k every thing that occurs of that kind; ſo ſhall I not under. fh 
take to vindicate all the Clergy from perſonal faults, and | ©? 
much leſs to retute all his general and indeterminate accu- F 
ſations. Doubtleſs, we are, none of us, without failings, |; 2 
and ſome of us not without greater faults: but judicious th 
and equal Readers will not think the worſe of our Body 
barely upon the evil report of ſo keen an adverſary, or 
the better of his Cauſe, for his ſo frequently ſuppoſing (as h 
he ſeems by his practice) that the Vindication of it leads || ** 
him fairly to ſcandal. And, I hope, and have ſome ſpe- | 
cial reaſon to believe, that many of his own Brethren dif || ?? 
approve of his Conduct in this regard : as, ſurely, all muſt, 
who are hearty friends to peace and concord, and not ſo - 
vain as to expect thoſe bleſſings from an entire ſuppreſſion Go 
of the Epiſcopal Party. - 1 
As to the Air of Grandeur, which I mention'd as having 
been obſerv'd of late ia Writings of the Diſſenters (which 4 
may probably be owing to the particular temper of the / 
Writers, as being ſome of the warmeſt and moſt forward 
Men 


- - Tv 
dd Men of the Party) this Air, I ay, diſcoverst lf chiefly 
„d. in their diſdainful treatment of their Adverſaries ; their 
've bold Cenſutes, not only of the Church, her Clergy and 
ch Friends, but even of the Laws of the Land; the Conſidera- 
lis tion they ſeem to challenge of the Government for their 
ſervices and fufterings ; and (however Mr. P. may gain- 
ch fay ) their over. bearing way of poſitive aſſertions, inevi- 
dent and unprov'd. And whether a great deal of this Air 
of. doth not appear in the late Writings of Mr. P. and parti- 
| cularly in this his Defence, the world may judge. I pre- 
tend no right on our fide to this manner of writing, which 
is univerſally blameable : and yet tis really leſs excuſable 
ad in thoſe that write againſt the National Eſtabliſhment, 
than in thoſe chat plead for it. A modeſt manner, though 
commendable in all, is peculiarly requiſite in the former: 
nor would it be any argument of their not being ſatisfied 
A of the juſtice of their cauſe ; unleſs in the opinion of ſuch 
whoſe judgment is not much to be valued Wiſe men 
know, that they who write with moſt confidence, reflecti- 
on and bluſter, generally depend leaſt on the goodneſs of 
their cauſe, and the ſtrength of their reaſoning. 

Mr. P. tells us (Def. p. 15. ) that he reckon this their 
day no otherwiſe, iban tis every hone t Briton's. Bat I think 
tis manifeſt; that they have behav'd themſelves, as if they 
thought it more peculiarly their's. There hath been no 
time ( fince the Revolution, at leaſt) in which they have 
not had liberty to ſpeak for themfel ves: but of late they 
have ſeem d to think, this is their time to inſult: all that 
oppoſe them, in defence of the Church, and of the Laws 
by which it is eſtabliſh'd and fecurd; and that they are to 
expect greater favours now, than they have yet met with 
ſo lin the times moſt favourable to them, ſince the Period a- 

foreſaid. I will be bold to fay, they ought not to reckon 
ſuch their high carriage among the ſervices they have done 
no do the Government. | 
> || Mr. P. doth not know (he ſays ibid.) of any mean and 
he | {/Mngenuous arts they ſloop to. Now, ſuch I reckon the 
rd Hart of making advantage by obſcuring or miſrepreſenting 


the ſtate of the queſtion ; the art of captivating-men's un- 
11 , 42 : derſtandings 
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1 | 
derſtandings by raiſing paſſions and prejudices; the art ofw!; 
perſwading people by Joe: confidence, and well. ſound-· me 
ing words and phraſes, that have no clear and diſtin& ſi-· me 
guification; the art of recommending a cauſe by unchari-ſcoi 


table or contemptuous treatment of the adverſe Writer; at 


with others the like. And ſuch arts have Diſſenting Wri- cy 


ters been obſerv'd to deal much in. There are two of them 


more eſpecially eminent in controverſy. To one of whom|#e: 
the now Biſhop of Bangor, had occaſion to give a ſeriaus ma 
Admonition on account of ſuch practices as aforeſaid; Ide 
which proving fruitleſs he was at length tir d out by them: ¶ſec 
as we find by the laſt raph of the Poſtſcript annex dic 

of * * Ordination. And many 101 
the like complaints Mr. Olyffe made of the fame adver- ca. 
ſary. And yet both theſe Church-Writers manifeſted a th. 
great tenderneſs for the Difſenters, and might, if any, have no 


expected a return of more candid and ingenuous dealing. Ithe 


The other eminent Diſſenting Writer is Mr. P. himſelf; 
whoſe arts in writing I ſhall leave to the Readers judg- 
ment: and whether he or I more ſcorn ſuch as are truly 
mean and diſingenuous, the effects may diſcover. _ 

In the mean time, I know ( contrary to his inſinuation 
ibid.) that I have not advanc d or ſuggeſted any thing in 
my Preface or Book with a de/ign 10 delude poor unt biuł- 
ing people, or which __ to me deluſive. Nor do IP 
yet ſee any thing of that nature in chat ſentence of mine, 
which affirms, tha? the fact is but too plain in the genera- ch 
lity of the Diſſenters Books and Pampblets | Controverſi - tei 
al,] that the Writers chuſe rather to exaſperate by contume- 
lious and even contemptuous treatment, than to inuite us by 


ml 


a modeft and Chriſitan-like behaviour to a calm and ſerious Inc 


debate of the points in controverſy with them; as if they had 

ends be? to be ſery'd by keeping up and promoting beats aud 

animoſittes. EY EE ra 
But Mr. P. makes very ſtrange of this, and ſays, © Coo. 


- & Fir, what ends can you ſuppoſe we have to ſerve by heats Io! 


& 2nd animoſities ? Def. p. 16. As if the forward Men a- Jof 
mong the Diſſenters might not propoſe greater advantages 
to their party in troublous than in quiet times. As if they T 

might 


[s] 
t offlwight not think that the more diſtracted the Nation is, the 
nd · more confiderable their party ſhall appear; and that the 
ſi. more uneaſy the Government is, the more they ſhall be 
ari-Jcourted and excoung e, who are ſo eminently loyal and 
er ;JaffefRionate to it, and who in ſuch circumſtances may fan- 
Vri- cy themſelves of conſiderable uſe to a Miniſtry. 
em I do not ſuppoſe they have the Iutereſt of a Popiſh Pre- 
om lender at heart; but, in zeal to ſerve their own ends, they 
omg may do what hath ſome tendency to ſerve that intereſt, and 
uid; depend upon the manifold ſtrength of the Government to 
m ſſecure it-ſelf. He needed not to have mention d, what 
de baue ſuffer d already by the heats aud animoſities , 
any [which have been in the Nation, as an argument, that they 
er · cannot defire their continuance. For have they not upon 
d aſthe whole been conſiderable gainers by them? Have they 
ave not receiv'd an ample. recompence for their loſſes? Have 
g. Ithey not obtain d a vigorous Act of Parliament for their 
Fr future ſecurity ? Have they not had the addreſs to make 
their. ſufferings appear as ſufferings for their Loyalty? 
uly Have they not thereby recommended themſelves to the Go- 
vernment? And have they not thrô that occaſion ſeen 
jon {many marks of it's diſpleaſure upon ſuch as were, or were 
> inflcounted, their enemies? And ſo ſecure as now they are 
- from the like ſufferings, they may the more eaſily be ſup- 
II pos d willing for ſome ends to keep up heats and animoſi- 
ne, ties; when we ſee their behaviour ſuch as manifeſtly tends 
ra- that way. And yet I did not ſay, that the Diſſenting Wri- 
rſi· ters ſpoken of had ends to ſerve by that means, but only 
ne- that their manner was ſuch as if they had. How far it 
might be owing to inconſiderate heat and reſentment I did 
ous not determine. 
5% With what limitation we are to underſtand the word 
[We] when Mr. P. ſays (ibid.) We had not the lea fl hand in 
raiſing the heats and animoſities that have been, I know not. 
%% But ſure we are not to be perſwaded, that the behaviour 
ats got all his party was modeſt and inoffenſive from the Death 
a- lof the Queen to the time of the Mobbs ; that it was not 
ges uſual for any of them ( eſpecially after the Changes that 
icy nſued upon the Kings arrival) to make rude reflections 
But on 


140 
on her late Majeſty, to irritate their Neighbours by re4,, 
proathing ſuch us were moſt eſteem d and beloy'd by them 
to inſult Clergy-men and others whom they counted To, 
ries or High. Church men, to boaſt that they had now. : 
King of their own (while his Majeſty, no doubt, intended 
to be a common Father to his people) and to threaten; 
whom they did not like with what was to be expected un Tee 
der him. Such inſolent and provoking behaviour of DiſÞ 
ſenters contributed to that Revival of Heats and Animoſi4,,, 
ties, which put an end to the happy Calm this Nation en o 
Joy'd for a time after her late Majeſty's Deceaſe, and wayhiq 
an = at leaſt, the occaſion of the Riots ſo much cotr 0! 
plain'd of: to which alſo ſome more immediate provocati- Inet 
— _ —— ' either by —— Me 
ves, or by ſuch as were thought ('wrongfully; perhaps 

no leſs — to _ Church thn they Not "that 2 = 

vocations given ny means juſtify the violenÞFf ; 
os that wady: uſed 7s — were ſuch might ve . 
well have been let alone, which ſo manifeſtly tended 
to the exciting of Riots, eonſidering the then difpofitionf 
of the people, that they who gave them could not in rea 
fon but expect Riots would (if they did not expreſsl 
intend they ſhould) follow. Nor do I ſay this upon com 
mon report only, but upon very credible information, af. 


/ 


ter the beſt enquiry I could make. 
Tam far from pretending to vindicate what the Mobbs 
have done: Bat as to the Comparifon which Mr. P. makes 
between the feverity of their actions, and that of the words 
of Diſſenters, I believe the latter have been as ſevere 1 
their kind as the former. And we can apprehend no more; 
from our worſt enemies, than ſeverity of words, till the 
can and dare proceed to that of ations. In the mean time 
I obſerve, that reputation, that of Clergy men, eſpecially, 
is a thing not lightly to be regarded, and in caſe of damage 
is not ſo eafy to be repair'd as a Meeting-houſe. And to 
repreſent a great part of them as vile, wicked, perfons, 
diſaffected and dangerous to the Government, and the pre 

per objects of infamy and reproach, is an attempt of as ſe 

vere a nature as can eaſily be imagin d. = L 


| As when Mr. P. tells the world (ibid.) ha? tbe Clergy 
rev, many of them, been at the bottom of all the barharous 
eme they ¶ the Diſſenters] have met with; that the. only 
To ſanger ibe Nation is in ariſes chiefly from them ; and that 
Abe expoſing them as they deſerve is an eminent ſervice ta 


ech he publick, and very con/iftent with moderation and peace- 
ter Mus Are theſe the words of a man, who 1s — for 


un ſteeping up heats and animoſities? Do they ſavour more 
Diſpf moderation and peaceableneſs, or of paſſion and ran- 
oli our? Are they conſiſtent with charity, or with truth? 
en ro blacken the Clergy at this rate, is it not of the utmoſt 
WaYiſſervice to Religion? And what ſervice can it be to a 
m Bovernment, which deſires not to be eſtabliſh'd, by the 
ar nethods of cruelty and terrour, but in and by the united 
em ffections of the people? I ſhall leave theſe things to be 
PS Fonfider'd by men of judgment and conſcience ; and ſhall 
thenly add, that whereas the barbarous uſage which he ſpeaks 
len f muſt include, if not principally ſignify, what was done 
fer yjn the late Riots, I could never yet find, there was any 
deq; round for ſo ſcandalous an accuſation of many, or any, 
tionpf the Clergy, as that they were at the bottom of that. 

rea On the contrary, I am well aſſur d, that as the provok- 
ſslyſng behaviour of Diſſenters, or of the party they are ſup- 
om pos d in league with, was in a great meaſure the occaſion 
 alYfthe Riots that were; ſo that Dillenters (as well as ſome 
chers) have often us d the moſt probable means to pro- 
bbF oke Churchmen to commit Riots or other diſorders, when 
Aken attempt did not ſucceed. And yet I do not lay theſe 
ordhings at the door of their Teachers; as neither can I ex- 
- inzuſe them all. 


ore 

the 88 1. IL 

time 

ally Mr. P. proceeds p. 17. to anſwer my firſt Chapter, and 
om egins with explaining a Sentence, which I could not un- 


erſtand, and which he ſeems to allow did need explica- 
on. He hath not yet expreſs d his meaning very clearly, 
ut I take it to be this, That if in any place no Miniſter 
piſcopally Ordain d be 1 be bad, but who is notoriouſly 
vicious, 
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1 
vicious, yet Epiſcoparians hold it unlawful for the people in 
ſuch a 2 of any other as Cbriſt a Muffe andpn 
attend upon him as ſuch. This then is what he calls mp 
ing a mighty ſtir about Ordination: though it be no morqho 
than what every one makes, who holds, that people oughtÞþeci 
either to content themſelves with an ordain'd Miniſter thafe: 
is notoriouſly vicious, or to do as well as they can withÞhe 
out any one io act as a proper Miniſter among them, ratheifhe 
than to accept a perſon unordain d as ſuch. Which if it beþhe 
an errour, it is not I concetve,peculiar to Epiſcoparians, noiſpi 
what people ſhould be taught to look upon as matter oſny 
reproach in any. by . a 
As for the diſcipline which the 26 art. of our Churchþe! 
ſpeaks of, if that be any where with us xotorionfly negleFFcr 
ed, it muſt in all probability be owing to the people them pe 
ſelves, in omitting their part towards the exerciſe of itÞp] 
And if men will betake themſelves to a pretended MiniÞP| 
ſtry unordain d, oro any other irregular courſe, ratherſcl 
than be at ſome trouble to get a grievance redreſs d in an 
orderly way, they are, certainly, not to be juſtified thereinÞy 
I had ſaid, that the way which we take of managing thqn 
controverſy about Ordination, 7s inaced the neareſt and 
the ſureſt we can find to the diſcovery of the truth; anaqpre 
that we chuſe it not, but becauſe the circumſtances of thſni 
caſe oblige us to it: whereas Mr. P. had ſuggeſted, it mighFit| 
be done with a deſign to puzzle the common people rathe 
than inform them. Now ſays he, Def. p. 18. © This 7 take 
© /0 be ingenuous, and an owning they would not have ſuc! 
ce recourſe to Fathers and Councils, were they not conſtrain . 
« t it from the inſufficiency of any Scripture-proof, whichpu 
t they cau bring for their opinion. It ſeems by this paſſage 
ee that there is ſomewhat which muſt be maintain d for cer 
* fan reaſons as truth, and ſince it cannot be done by Scri 
6 — Og other way muſt be found out to do it, And 
this I take to be more artful than ingenuous. The way 
that we take to be ſatisfied in what hands the power of Or 
dination was lodg d by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, is to com 
pare what we find in Scripture relating to that matte 
wich the practice and teſtimony of ſubſequent Antiquit 
| Hal 


[9] 
r inHlad the Scripture it-ſelf ſo plainly determin'd the queſti- 
audbn, as to leave no colour for any diverſity of opinions a- 
nab pout it, it had, I confeſs been needleſs, though, perhaps, 
zorchot altogether uſeleſs, to enquire any further. But that 
phtÞþeing not the caſe, I cannot imagine any other way more 

agecaſonable, or more proper to clear up the matter, than 
ich he aforeſaid, which we take: and which is agreeable to 
therthe common ſenſe of mankind, always leading men, when 

t behe meaning of an old written Rule or Law admits of di- 
,norfputes, to have recourſe to the earlieſt ſubſequent teſtimo- 
r oſhy and — for the explanation thereof. And this 

ay is the more certain, when (as in the preſent contro- 
archyerſy) the true meaning of the written Rule might be de- 
ect lermin d by ſuch facts, as in the times enquir d into muſt 
jemlbe notorious. And what upon ſuch a rational procedure 

f ithppears to be truth, it is fit we ſhould maintain againſt 
linipppoſers, and that by the ſame arguments, by which our 
therfſclves are moſt fully con vinc'd. So that I fee no cauſe 
1 anMr. P. had upon this occaſion to ſuggeſt, that we are led 
reinÞy indirect conſiderations, either to maintain what we do 
z the this point, or in the way that we do : which after all, 
' and$s not near ſo puzzling as that of our adverſaries ; who 
andproceed wholly by ſuch uncertain interpretations of, and 
" thanferences from Scripture, as may commonly be pleaded on 
1ighFither fide of a queſtion. | 
itherd In his next Paragraph, he gives me a fair occaſion to re- 
";ak$urn his complement of ingenuity, For there he owns it 
fuchys prudent in them to keep their people from regarding what 
ain ve bring from Fathers and Councils. That is ingenuous. 

d hiel ut for his opinion, that it were no leſs prudent in us to do 

ſagel be like, the caſe, methinks, is ſo different, that I muſt beg 

cerſeave to diſſent. And ſure he is unreaſonable in deſiring 

Scriſſo have it acknowledg'd, hat they are of no /ienificancy at 
And; to recommend ſuch things to Chriſtians, as are ns where 
way ecommended in their Bibles. I cannot but have ſome ya- 

fOrfue for their recommendation in things, which our Bibles 
comſeave indifferent, though I do not think my ſelf bound to 

natteſpe always determin'd thereby, I grant that it may be 
juityPangerous 10 have an undue e of the Significancy of 

Ha what 


[10] 
what 1s to be found in them. I look not upon the Canonfiel 
called Apoſtolical, or any the Canons or Cuſtoms of +th$oc 
Ancient Church, as ſuch, to be univerſally and perpetuſpoi 
ally binding. I make not Fathers or Councils the neceſf 
ſary Rule of my Faith or Practice. But yet I think theihui 
teſtimony regardable ; in plain matters of fact eſpeciallyſthe 
wherein they could not eaſily be miſtaken. And theſe thingrec 
are very conſiſtent, | pe 
Nor doth that Paragraph need any further anſwer. Unſyu: 
leſs it be proper to take notice, that though it hath beeqpat 
ſaid (as Mr. P. obſerves ) that the learned and pious Diſſel 
Grabe never communicated with the Church of Znglanihe 
in the Lord's Supper, I have it from unqueſtionable Auſnu 
thority that it is not true. He did indeed think our Lifto 
turgy defective in that adminiſtration, but the defect ſupſig 


pliable by the officiating Miniſter. | Du: 
| | b M1, 
rer III. are 

n 


And now I come to what Mr. P. advances in Defencde! 
of his way of ſucceſs for trying the Pretences of Epiſcopiſſhe 
and Diſſenting Miniſters. The examination of which is thi} 
main buſineſs at preſent. | W 

And here J am little concern'd with the account he givgſott 
Def. p. 19, 20. of the occaſion and deſign of his Sermon of pre 
that ſubject, and the approbation it met with from Bp. Auſou 
net and other Low-Charch-men, as he calls them. But I ai Bu 
ſurpriz'd to be told, that he deſign'd to promote Charn 
thereby, between Epiſcoparians and Diſſenters, and eſpq che 
cially in the former towards the latter. If indeed to 17h: 
people of different parties upon ſtrictly examining intgIa £ 
and judging of one another's lives and converſations, an the 
their reſpective Miniſtries thereby, be the way to promo 
mutual love; And, if to form a compariſon between hff an 
own party and the Epiſcoparians, and therein to exiſ ha 
the virtue and piety of the former, and to load the lattq be 
both "Miniſters and people, with ſevere and plentiful th 
-proaches ; If this, I fay, be the way to win upon the IA to 
ter, and to bring them into good humour with ſuch re; 


FE 
nonffieſt and civil adverſaries: it muſt be confeſs d, that Mr. P. 
f-th On the proper method in that Sermon to effect thoſe pur- 
cup o les. | | | | 
5 But according to my notion of the uſual workings of 
theihuman paſſions, had his defign been to prejudice ſuch of 
allyghe Church-people againſt their Miniſters, as were apt to 
lingreceive impreſſions of that nature, to provoke and exa- 
perate the reſt againſt Diſſenters, to ſet people upon 
Unfyuarrelling about who are wicked and who are godly, and 
beeqparticularly to encourage Diſſenters to look upon them- 
Difelves as the Godly, and to cenſure, deſpiſe and revile 
lanſtheir Neighbours, as Wicked, his management had been 
Au nuch more conformable to ſuch his intention, than it was 
Litto that of promoting Charity. And ſuppoling he did de- 
ſapyiign to promote Charity in the Dillenters towards virtu- 
dus and pions Epiſcopal Miniſters (for proof of which 
mighty favour he refers us to p. 35, 36. of the Sermon) we 
are little beholden to him for that, when he inſtructs them 
in the ſame diſcourſe to look upon the generality of us un- 
endder another character, and in the very place referr'd to, 
opailhews the narrowneſs of his intention. 
s thi Bp. Hurnel, and ſome others of the Clergy, might, for 
what I know, commend the Sermon in ſome reſpect or 
v1veJother, but that any of them commended the Charity, or ap- 
n offprov'd of the main Doctrine of it, I cannot believe with- 
Baſfout an expreſs Teſtimony that ſhall be home to the point. 
Ja But to proceed, | 
arty About his Doctrine of trying Miniſters by their ſucceſs, 
eſpa here are two Queſtions, What he means by it, and, Whe- 
D lber it be true and ſound. And | am afraid we ſhall have 
intq a good deal of difficulty yet to obtain a clear reſolution of 
 anithe former. 
mo He call'd it a way of trying the Pretences of Epiſcopal 
1 Han Difſenting Miniſters. I ask'd what pretences? And 
extQ having obſerv'd from his own words, that they could not 
tteÞÞ be their pretences to Regularity, I expreſsd my thoughts, 
1 rf that his ſhort way (for as ſuch he recommended it) was 
e la too ſhort. For certainly ( laid 1) people are bound to have 
p regard to Regularity in their choice. of a miniſiry, and ne- 
: B 2 ver 


= [12] 
ver without neceſſity to acquieſce under one, which they haveliy ca 
cauſe to abubt is irregular. In reciting which paſſage Def. Null 

20. where he formally quotes it, he leaves out the wordsjub/ 
| wirbout neceſſity | ; which, if done by deſign, is not al-Fer 
together fair, tho he reſtore them in the next page, whereſpery 
part _ the ſame paſſage is not quoted, but occaſionally re- 85 

f 

PeBur to paſs by that, I find we are not agreed in our no- aid 
tions of a regular or irregular Miniſtry. The regalarityþcq 
and irregularity of a Miniſtry, which we now talk of ( ſays vas 
he ibid.) relates wholly to the entrance of perſons upon the Ihe: 
Miniſtry, that is, zo their Ordination: and by the ſequel itÞþrd; 
appears that he refers it to what is extra eſſential, as well 
as what is eſſential in Ordination. But I us'd the word 
[ Regwlarity] in that which I ſtill take to be the proper ac- 
ceptation of it in this caſe; underſtanding that Miniſtry 
to be regular, which is allow'd of, and that to be irregu- 
Jar, which is not allow'd of, by the ordinary Rule, or that 
which ought to be obſery'd, at leaſt, in all ordinary caſes. 
And fo a Miniſtry may be irregular, either as a Miniſtry 
in the general, or as exercis'd under ſuch or ſuch circum- 
ſtances. In the former reſpect that Miniſtry is irregular, 
which hath not ſuch a Call or Miſſion to the Office in ge- 
neral, as by the ordinary Rule is neceſſary. In the latter 
reſpect that Miniſtry is irregular, which is exercis'd in ſuch Þ 
circumſtances, wherein the ordinary Rule doth not allow 
it to be exercis d; as v. g. in oppoſition to a lawful ſen- Fr 
tence of ſuſpenſion or deprivation, or in a Schiſmatical Þ 7 
way. And in both theſe reſpects it holds true, that peo- e. 
ple ought not without neceſſity to acquiefce under an irre- 7 
gular Miniftry : tho' the former ſort of irregularity was, u 
I confels, principally in my view. And therefore what 115 
chiefly meant was, That people ought not without neceſſity || 4 
to acquieſce under a Miniſtry, which they have cauſe to doubt e 
is irregular, as wanting that Ordination, or deſignation to a1 
the Office in general, which by the ordinary Rule ts neceſ- 
ſary, or which alone according to that Rule is ſufficient. And 
accordingly is that to be underſtood, which J added, 7hat 
what validity ſoever there may be in an irregalar Miniſtry, 
74 


[13] 
ave can never be valid to the grand intereſts of thoſe, who wil- 
Jet. ly, or through affected ignorance, chuſe it before that 


rds ieh is regular. If this be not ſo, Regularity in this mat- 
al-Fer is but an empty name &c. All which, I conceive, is 
erefrery plain, as by me intended, and not attempted in this 
re · place to be diſprov'd by Mr. P. d 
That which he ſeems to argue againſt is what I never 
no- aid, vis. That people ought never without neceſſity to 
ri fequieſce under a Miniſtry, which they have cauſe to doubt 
ays vas not regularly ordain'd in every circumſtance, whe- 
the her eſſential or not, or, more particularly, which was 
1 itÞrdain'd without impoſitton of hands. 
rel] And fo having no occafion at preſent to enquire, whe- 
ord her impoſition of hands be, or what elſe is or is not eſſen- 
ac- ial to Ordination, I may here fairly take leave of this Para- 
try Fraph, which begins p. 20. and ends p. 22. of his Defence. 
gu- Which by the by is ſo oddly put together, that Mr. P. 
hat having rightly ſaid at firſt, that Epiſcoparians and Diſſen- 
ſes. gers differ, in the matter of Ordination, about, Who have 
try Yuthority to convey the Ollice, he ſeems afterwards to ſup- 
m- Þoſe , that we differ about nothing but the Ceremony of 
ar, Impoſition of hands: tho' I take it to be impoſſible that 
ge- nat ſhould be his meaning. | 
ter Upon the words with which Mr. P. had introduc'd our 
aviour's example Malt. 7, 15, &c. I had this Remark, 
bo can underſtand any other by this, than that his inten- 
n was to teach men to judee of, and conſequently chuſe, 
Mmiſtry, without any regard to Ordination, or therefore 
o- Þ Regularity > To which he now an{wers (Def. p. 23. ) 
re · Tis true, [recommended it as a ſufficient Rule, by which 
as, ¶ we may judge, whether a Miniſtry be valid,and conſequent- 
t II ſuch as we may ſafely attend; and I think our Saviour 
ty abet the ſame. Where I would beg leave to ask what 
r e means by [/?] when he ſays [7 recommended it], which 
to am doubtful of, not ſo much becauſe, I don't fee what 
t] can refer to, according to Grammatical conſtruction 
for, if that were all, I ſhould without ſeruple ſuppoſe he 
deant Succeſs ) but becauſe by his adding that our Savi- 
ur, as he thinks, does the ſame (viz. Matt. J. 15, &c. ) 
it ic 


[14] 
it ſeems that he cannot mean ſucceſs ; it not being, I pre. Ihe 
ſame, his purpoſe to deliver his opinion, that our Saviourſthe 
in the place refer d to, recommends ſucceſs as a Rule tof_ 
judge by. be 
In the next place, he purges himſelf from counting Re- tie 
gularity a trifle, which I did not charge him with. Upon pre 
what ſuppoſition I ſaid, Aegularity would be an empiyſen 
name; and what ſort of Regularity I ſpoke of, the Reader mi 
hath ſeen. ' col 

He ſubjoyns, © Aud this Rule is the rather to be here ap- dit 
© p.) d, becauſe the conteſts about the buſineſs Ordination m 
* have made that au intricate matter. And ſince our Lora ls 
* ungueſtionably. foreſaw the firife there would be about 1heſ©© 
* name of Epiſcopacy, which Clemens R. Ep. 1. c. 44. feli 
« us the Apoſtles were inform'd of from Chriſt, why may 
&« be not be thought to deſign here to give a ſhorter rule for le 
enen io judge by? His drift, I ſuppole, is to argue, that re 
ſince our Lord foreſaw the ſtrife mention'd (which wel th 
ſhould not have doubted of without the teſtimony of C PE 
mens H.) tis not improbable he ſhould give a ſhorter m 
Rule for men to go by in judging of Miniſtries, than toff 44 
trouble themſelves about the 1ntricate buſineſs of OrdinaJ 
tion, But I might better argue, that our Lord knowing 4 
what contention and confuſion muſt naturally follow, i 
people were allow'd to judge of and chuſe Miniſtries, with lat 
out regard to orderly appointment, would not probablyſ th 
give any Rule that ſhould ſuperſede that regard. And C.. 
mens in telling us ibid. what the Apoſtles did in purſuance 
of that information which Chriſt gave them , doth not 
ſay, that they inſtructed the People in any ſuch Rule, as 
had no reference to regular Miſſion (as ſure they would 
have done if our Saviour had ſeen that to be the proper ex 
pedient in the caſe ) but that they appointed ſome to thq ©! 
Miniſtry themſelves, and ſettled an order ( the Father' 
words muſt amount to that effect) for others to ſucceec 
them. Their practice there related ſhews, that they thought 


a ſettled courſe for the conſtitution of Miniſters to be the 
molt proper way for preventing of contention : as un p 


doubtedly it is. And that our Saviour, for N _ 8 
oull 


[ 15 ] | 
we-f{hould prompt men to a diſregard of Regularity, is one of 
ourlthe moſt improbable things in the world. | 
toll Our conteſts , or endleſs wrangles (as Mr. P. ſj 

Def. p. 20.) about the conveyance of the miniſterial Of- 
Re.ffice may be accounted for from the like bias of intereſts and 

ul prejudices to that which renders many other controverſies 
pty endleſs, which otherwiſe, probably, would be ſoon deter- 
der min'd in a general agreement. Nor, I conceive, have our 

conteſts yet, nor ever can they, make the buſineſs of Or- 
ap. |dination fo intricate , but that honeſt and unprejudic'd 
tion minds may as eaſily underſtand, which fide of the queſtion 
oral is practically to be preferr'd, as, which day of the week is 
to be kept holy to the Lord, or, as many other points of 
//; moment to practice. 

Mr. P. tells us (Def. p. 23.) zhat he ſees nocauſe hitherto 
to retraf? any thing that he hath ſaid. Which ſeems to 
thatd refer to my obſerving p. 4. and again p. 5. of my Remarks, 

wel that he had not retracted any part of the former Sermon, tho 
Cl perhaps he had talk'd inconſiſtently with it, or (as I ſpeak 
rterf more particularly p. C.) %% there are ſome paſſages in the 
toll latter Sermon, expreſing or plainly implying , that men 
inal ought to keep to a regular Miniſtry, and particularly to the 
ing Miniſtry fuck as are in his notion regularly ordain'd, no 
„i neceſſity compelling to the contrary. Where I meant regu- 
ith} /ar/y as to eſſentials: it having never been my own thought, 
bly that people were bound to pay ſo ſtrict a regard to the re- 
el gularity of other circumſtances. Now whether there are 
incel any expreſſions in the latter Sermon expreſſing or imply- 
not ing ſuch a regard (as I pretend) due to Ordination, or how 
„achat regard may be reconcild with the paſſages by me 
zuldfl quoted (p. 4,5, 6. of my Remarks) out of the former Ser- 
ex] mon, as repugnant to it (vis. as making ſucceſs a ſuffici- 
Jent Rule to go by, without regard to Ordination) he doth 
not ſay ; but only, at he ſees no canſe to retract any thing. 
To me he ſeems induſtriouſly to avoid explaining him- 
ſelf fully upon this head, and indeed to talk inconſiſtent- 
I ſtill about it, as ſhall be particulariz d in it's proper 
place. I ſhall only add here, that the paſſages of the latter 
Sermon referr'd to are to be found p. 29, 30, 31. of it. 


Note, 
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Note, that by the former Sermon, I mean that entitul Ne 
An Uſeful Miniftry a Valid One, and by the latter, Pyeſſſay 
bytertan Ordination prov'd Regular. | 5 


SECT. IV. Nec 


I proceed now with Mr. P. to re-examine the caſe of ouſtw 
Saviour's example, Matt. J. 15, &c. Our Saviour's wordy 
are, Beware of falſe Prophets, which come to you in ſbeep ge 
chathing, but tnwaraly they are ravening wolves. Te ſhalſior 
know them by their fruits, & . Now, what we are to con 
ſider is, how far the Rule here given by our Saviour wilBD1 
juſtify Mr. P. in recommending his Rule of ſucceſs, in thebal 
manner he doth : which we cannot judge of without en He 
quiring 1nto our Saviour's meaning. | | 

In reference to which I remark'd, that Mr. P. inter H 
preted falſe prophets by falſe teachers without any ſcrupleJvir 
but for no other reaſon that I could ſee, than becauſe ii po 
made beſt for his purpoſe. I did not mean, that I couldthe 
{ce no other reaſon barely for his ſo interpreting falſe pre 
phets, but for his doing it without any ſcruple: which was 
as if the word were capable of no other interpretation, or 
at leaſt, as if that were unqueſtionably the right; whe! 
indeed there is another both more obvious, and for an 
thing that I could ſee, or can yet, upon the matureſt con 
ſideration, much more likely. When Dr. Hammond it 
his Paraphraſe interprets falſe prophets by falſe teachers, w: 
are to ſuppoſe he delivers his judgment, whether as cer 
tain, or only as probable : but had he been, like Mr. P. to 
have drawn an argument 1n his own defence upon any oc- 
caſion from that Text ſo interpreted, I can hardly think 
he would, like him, without any more ado have taken tha 
interpretation for granted. ä ju. 

After Dr. Hammond, Mr. P. refers us to Dr. Vpbithyſ m: 
and by a ſtrange unhappineſs tells us, that he pleads for this 
122 in his notes on the placc: when the truth 1s, 
that he is againſt it, and pleads for my interpretation of 
falſe prophets in thoſe very Notes; as any one may ſee that 
will peruſe them; eſpecially comparing with them hisY be 
| Notes 


tul Notes on Lale 1. 67. Indeed in his Notes on Tit. 3. 2. he 
Preſſays , that Hereticks are often fyl d, falſe prophets, falſe 
orifts , falſe Apoſtles, falſe teachers, drcetfl wks &c. 
here his drift 1s manifeſtly to obſerve, that ſome wilful 
* Weceit, or other wickedneſs (and not ſimple error only) 
ps wont to be attributed to Hereticks in Scripture. And 
" ouſtwere very unreaſonable to imagine, that he reckon d eve- 
ordy one of thoſe denominations to belong to all ſorts of 
rep Tereticks, but ſome to one ſort, and ſome to another, and 
ſbalſſome to all: and fo the title of falſe prophets, and ſeveral 
confothers belong d to thoſe Hereticks, who falſly pretended to 
wil Divine Inſpiration or the Gift of prophecy : which, pro- 
| thebably, was the common, if not the univerſal cafe of the 
en Hereticks in the Apoſtles days. 
Crotius indeed, and other Commentators agree with Dr. 
ter Hammond in this caſe. But if they have produc d any con- 
leJvincing reaſons for ſuch their Expoſition, we may ſup- 
e poſe that Mr. P. hath produc'd them in the ſequel ; and 
then they ſhall be conſider d. Himſelf, I dare ſay, would 
Inot be ſway'd againſt his own reaſon by their autho- 
as rities. 

In the next place Mr. P. argues, that if they who im. 
prov'd the Doctrine s of Chriſtianity to edification &c. were 
true prophets in a Goſpet:ſenſe ¶ for which he quotes the 
on Author of 7he [nvalrdity &c. | 'tis but natural to ſuppoſe, 
inf that they who 7 to it, and did not ab it, were falſe 
we propbets in a Goſpel.ſenſe. But that Author will pardon me, 
der · I doubt not, that Iam not in this caſe determin'd by his 
authority; it by no means appearing, as I conceive, that 
any perſons not infpir'd are true prophets in the Goſpel- 
ſenſe. What Dr. Whitby hath ſaid in his Notes on ſeveral 
occaſions, eſpecially in thoſe on Zuke 1. 67. hath in my 
judgment ſufficiently overthrown that notion ; which too 
by many, I humbly conceive, have unwarily borrow'd from 
his} great Names: all whom Mr. P. may allow to be bal- 
1% lanc'd by the Aſſembly of Divines, who in their Jus Div. 

ol Miniſt. Evang. Par. 1. Chap. 6. ſay, 7hat the prophets 
hatY mention d throughout the New Teſtament, ſeem not only to 
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mediatly Va. oh and ſent by the H. Ghoſt, And this the 
confirm both by reaſons and authorities. 
But Mr. P. goes on, and ſays, Def. p. 24. f the A 
ce fle calls an heathen poet a prophet Tit. 1. 12. 7 think u 
e need not wonder, if this title is to be underflood, as given bf 
* our Lord 10 ordinary Teachers. And ſo he refers us to Dr 
Hammond on Tit. 1.12. and Zak. 1. 67. And I might re 
fer him to Dr. Whitby on the ſame Texts for a full an{ 
{wer. But for the ſake of other Readers I ſhall not leave 
the matter ſo. The Apoſtle, then, quoting a verſe of Epi 
menides introduces it thus 77. 1. 12. One of themſelves | 
prophet of their own ſaid &c. Now 'tis unreaſonable to ſup 
pole, that St. Pan Ityles that Poet a Prophet as being rel fro 
ally one, but only as being reputed and reſpected as ſuch}! 
(q. d. One of their own countrymen, and who was look'q 
upon as a Prophet among them ) in like manner as the of 
jects of heatheniſh worſhip are commonly call'd Gods ir 
Scripture, as being reputed and worſhipped as ſuch. Ant 
if we enquire further in what notion of a Prophet Zpime 
nides was ſo reputed, we ſhall find no reaſon to doubt buiſ On 
that it included inſpiration. The Poets in general of hi 
antiquity were Jook'd upon ( atleaſt, in after-times ) as 
inſpir'd ; and there 1s particular evidence, that he had that 
reputation: as may be abundantly ſeen both in Dr. I hithy 
and Dr. Hammond on this place. I ſhall only mention 
Cicero's teſtimony De Drum. I 2. where Epimenides the 
Cretan is reckon d not only among Prophets or Diviners & 
but among ſuch of them as proceeded by no rules of Arti! 
ſuch as foreſaw things future, not by prudence, or conje· U 
cure, or obſervation of ſigns, but by a certain concitati © 
on of mind, or inward impulſe. And St. Pauls calling one { 
a Prophet, who was in ſuch a ſenſe a reputed Prophet, tis i 
plain, is no reaſon at all for ſuppoſing, that ordinary ® 
Teachers come under that appellation in Scripture. 1 

Hitherto we have ſeen very little reaſon for Mr. P.'s in- . 
c 
q 
c 
| 


terpretation of the falſe Prophets Matt. J. 15. by falſe 
Teachers in the general. He proceeds now more directly 
to attack mine, who underſtand by them (as I expreſs d 
my-ſelf Rem. p. 7. ) ſuch as fallly pretend to a ſpecial or 
extraordinary 


the Linh _ 
by xtraordinary miſſion from God. But this interpretation M ff 
Apo: lays (ibid.) will nor ſuir the place: and if I diſtinguiſh 


E Sight, he gives two reaſons for im. 
en he firſt is, becauſe our Saviour muſt be underſtood to 
> Drffpeak of ſuch as ſnould prophecy in his name; and it may be 
it reHHhubtea, whether there were any that came, at leaſt ſoon 
| andefter Chriſt's time, and in his name fal/ly pretended to be 
eayd/ rophets by an extraordinary miſſion. That they, our Savi- 
EprJour {peaks of, cannot be ſuch, as did not pretend to the 
er name of Chriſt, zs evident, he ſays, from the account given 
ſuplof them v. 21, 22. of the ſame chapter. Whereas it 1s far 
 reffrom being evident, that there is any account given at all 
ſucllin thoſe verſes of the falſe Prophets ſpoken of before. There 
Iis no word or particle v. 21. denoting any reference to what 
goes before; nor doth the ſenſe need. any to be ſuppos d. 
And 'tis obvious to obſerve throughout the Sermon on the 
Mount (of which the words before us are a part) that our 
Saviour, having many things to ſpeak of, never dwells long 
on any one head, and commonly makes his tranſitions with- 
out form. To ſay a thing is evident upon grounds ſo ma- 
Inifeſtly inſufficient, upon a ſuppoſition ſo very precari- 
ous; what is it but to run men down with politive and 
bold aſſertions? Or, how is it conſiſtent with a due regard 
to the duties of veracity ? For my part I cannot ſee. 

Yet I have no need to deny, that the falſe Prophets our 
rs. Saviour ſpeaks of mult be pretended Chriſtians. For what 
rt reaſon is there to think there were none ſoon after Chriſts 
je-£] ume, who calling themſe ves after his name, falſly pretend- 
iti- ed to Divine inſpiration. When the gift of prophecy was 
nel ſo common among Chriſtians, was it not very probable 
tis that ſome would pretend to it, who had it not? Was there 
ry] not a gift of diſcerning of Spirits in thoſe days? And 1s it 

not likely that one end at leaſt, of that was to detect falſe 
in pretenders to the gift of prophecy in Chriſt's Church? Do 
ewe not read Kev. 2. 2. of ſuch having been in the Church 
ly of Epheſus, as ſaid they were Apoſtles, and were not, and 
d were found liars, and conſequently falſe Prophets? And 
do not the moſt ancient Eccleſiaſtical Records inform us, 
„chat Simon Magus, Cerinthas, * other ſome in the _ 
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of the Apoſtles, and ſome ſoon after, falſly pretended t 
Divine Inſpirations, at the ſame time that they. pretended te 
be Chriſtians? I know not how far ſome may carry their 
doubts : but it is, ſurely, paſt all reaſonable doubt, that 
there were ſome who under the name of Chriſtians were] 
falſe Prophets, in the ſenſe by me given, ſoon after Chriſt 
time. And fo there is not any the leaſt ſtrength in Mr. P. N. 

firſt reaſon againſt my interpretation of the falſe Prophets 
EE | - ni 
His ſecond is taken from 2 Pet. 2. 1. But there were falſe 
prophets among the people, even as there ſhall be falſe teach. 
ers among you. To apply which to his purpoſe, he 1s 
forc'd to ſuppoſe, that the Seaucers (i. e. the falſe Pro- 
phets ) our Saviour means muſt certainly be ſuch as were top 
ariſe in the Chriſtian Church: which being ſaid without 
-any real proof, this his ſecond reaſon againſt my-interpre- 
tation doth conſequently need a better ſupport in that re- 
ſpect. But let us be generons, ad ſuppoſe with him, as we 
did before, that the falſe Prophets our Saviour means were 
to ariſe out of the Chriſtian Church. Then Mr. H. ſays, 
<« we may well think they are the ſame which St. Peter ſpeaks 
© of unaer the name of falſe Teachers; and that he deſigns 
* 70 let thoſe he wrote to know, that the ſeducers who were 
« coming among them would be falſe Tcachers, and not falſe Ng 
% Prophets ſtriftly ſo call d. But we may well enough think, 
that St. Peters deſign in uſing the more general term falſe 
Teachers, as it here ſtands, was to ſet thoſe he wrote to 
upon their guard as well againſt ſuch ſeducers as ſhould 
not, as ſuch as ſhould, pretend to an extraordinary miſſion ſþ 
or inſpiration. And to gather from his words, that there 
neither had'been nor would be among Chriſtians any falſe 
Prophets ſtrictly fo call'd (and nothing leſs will ſerve 
Mr. P.'s paſs ) is to torture them very unreaſonably: 
eſpecially conſidering the great evidence we have (as be» Ihe 
fore ſhewn ) of the contrary in fact. And the diſtinction 
which the Apoſtle makes, as Mr. P.'s reaſoning allows and 
ſuppoſes, between falſe Prophets and falſe Teachers, is a 
plain confirmation of the ſenſe which I give of the former, | 

and againſt which Mr. P. is diſputing. rs 
us 


— 


Thus unfucceſsful have been Mr. 'P.'s attacks upon my 
nter pretation aforeſaid. I ſhall now give my reaſons for 
t more diſtinctly than I have yet done, but as briefly as pob- 
1. My firſt reaſon; then is, becauſe the term f; 


alſe Pro- 
$Þ4ez3 doth properly ſignify ſuch as pretend to a ſpecial 
Miſhon or es 2 ſo us d x the N. Teſtamene | 
E well as Old, and that for oughr appears every where. 
Fand tis to be noted that Mr. P. tho he repeats the words, 
e wherein I affirm the ſenſe that I have taken to be the moſt 
proper in the general, doth not think fit to deny it. 
2. My Interpretation is the only one agreeable to the 
-cneral, if not univerſal, uſe of the word Prophets in Scri- 
ture; which, I conceive, doth ſeldom, if ever, ſignify any 
| ordinary Teachers. 
3. H we conſider particularly our Saviour's own uſe of 
he words [ Propbets] and { falſe Prophets] it doth not 
— that ever he meant ordinary Teachers by them, true 
r falfe. 
Laſtly, My interpretation beſt ſuits the place in particu- 
ar that 4 hos. Matt. 7. 15, &c. as 1 to 
Yrove, p. 7, 8. of my Remarks by ſhe wing that the other 
tterpretation by ¶ falſe Teachers] cannot well ſtand there. 
Igainſt which what Mr. P. hath now objected ſhall be con- 
ider d in it's place. ä 5 
= the mean time I am to tell him, that when I — „* 
at may be a good way to detect falſe Prophets, properly ſo 
al, which S not 7 equal uſe for uu — 1 falſe 
Teachers; he had no occaſion to ſuppoſe (as he doth Def. 
. 25. ) that I meant, particularly, the failure of predicti- 
ns, or, indeed, any other way in particular. I meant on- 
to deliver a general truth in thoſe words according to 
heir proper ſignifieation, and to apply it to my purpoſe in 
Ihe next: which were theſe, And ibis is applicable 10 the 
, detefFins them by their fruits, as My. P. ſeems 10 
derſtand them off their immoral practices. Whereby I 
ant, that as, ſpeaking generally, that may be a good way 
Ke. ſo, in particular, the way of judging by fruits, taken 
or immoral practices, may be a good way to detect falſe 
| Prophets, 


| [22:J] no 
Peophets,; properly ſoicall'd,, and yet not of equal uſe forſ che 
detecting other falſe Teachers. And for this, ſince I pre-fſfro 
tend not to ſay what is, but what (for ought I knaw: ) / 
my be, I need give no other reaſon, but this queſtian,ſſce 
Why may it not be? Yet I will add that it ſeems in the na- ral 
ture of the thing more unlikely, that a Prophet of the truefſpui 
God, properly ſo call'd,'ſhould be a notorious wicked liver, ne: 
than that one of his ordinary. Miniſters ſhould be ſo, andſ of 
therefore could it be made out, that falſe Prophets, pro ¶ pre 
perly ſo call d, are, according to the true meaning of Chrilt's g 
rule in hand, diſcernable by their immoral practices; itſ wi 
would not preſently follow, that ordinary falſe Teach - I 
eis Merqually ſu. % . n e e eur 
From conſidering who are the falſe Prophets, we eomeſ /in 
to enquire what are heir fruits our Saviour ſpeaks of. Iii. 
ſaid, Hy their fruits, I conceive, we. are to under tand their rea 
fruits, as Prophets, i. e. chiefly, at leaſt, their evil teachingiſcot 
or preachings ; and not their wicked lives; becauſe they areſſhe 
ſuppos d to come in ſheep's clathing ; which is not conſiſtentlon 
with ſuch open wickedneſs life, as would manifefih at. nui 
tect᷑ them : Where the candid Reader will eaſily ſuppoſq An 
me to mean, what I really did, that if any —— ht wh 
life would manifeſtly detect the falſe Prophets ſpoken olfpea 
yet their coming in {heep's cloathing Was — — withpro 
ſuch open wickedneſs of life as would da it. And this overme! 
throws Mr. P.'s obſervation, hat. 7 ſuppoſe open wicked | 
we/s of life would delect the falſe Prophets ſpoken of: thoÞpy ; 
if Iallow'd that, it would not do his buſineſs, unleſs bat 
* we are to underſtand falſe Teachers in geWſea\ 
neral. BIG4 i hs. 1 a £ $5. * — k * 
But he obſerves further that Dr. Hammond, Grot1u:wh: 
Whitky, Lightfoot, and others, explain the ſheep's cloathin l 01 
by ſheep-skins, to be worn by the Seducers our Savioutſs t 
ſpeaks of in imitation of the old Prophets. For whieh Iny 
thank him; it being really what Iſhould have thought oHWI 
For if the falſe Prophets in the Text were to, be ſuch aff ar 
ſhould wear ſheep-skins to imitate the old prophets, it canjſÞo c 
not well be doubted, but they were to be in pretence profſfer 
per prophets, and not ordinary teachers only, They wouk 
ie no 
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not probably affect ſuch an extraordinary garb, but to be 
orſchought extraordinary perſons. Nor would my argument 
e · from the ſheep's cloathing againſt the interpretation of 
i rus by immoral practices be much the worſe for this ac- 
m ceptation of the cloathing. For they who put on the lite- 
la- ral ſheep-skin to be like the old prophets, would ſurely, 
ue put on the figurative one too, and avoid ſuch open wicked- 
er, neſs of life, as would preſently diſcover they had nothing 
ndſ of the ſheep, but the skin, and were as unlike the old 
ro . prophets in ſanctity of life, as like them in outward garb. 
te Mr. P. obſerves further yet from Dr. Whitby (who is 
u with him in the interpretation of fruits, where Dr. Ham- 
ch· mond and other. of his former friends forſake him) that 
ſuppoſing the ſheep's clhatbing to relate to riſy and. dif- 
mefl/imularion, yet things feigned and diſſembled only will in a 


Ilittlé time be eaſily diſcern d from that which is ſincere and © 


real. But, with ſubmiſſion to ſo judicious an Expoſitor, I 
conceive it ſufficiently atteſted by experience, that when a 
ſhew of ſanctity is put on by a cunning Impoſtor, tis a 
long time before ordinary people can ſee thro' it; while 
numbers are deluded, and abundance of miſchief is done. 
And tis granted that our Saviour ſpeaks to the multitude : in 
whoſe eyes tis common for Impoſtors and Seducers to a 
dear more holy than lawful and true Teachers. And to 
provide for that is commonly one of the moſt ſucceſsful 
nethods of ſeducement. f 
In the laſt place Mr. P. ſays (ibid.) Let the Reader judge 
by the Context, which interpretation of theſe fruits is maſt 
atural. But that if conſider d without prejudice, will 
leave him, I am ſatisfied to be determin'd by ſuch kind of 
Peaſons as have already been produc d. The Context ( 1. e. 
71u5Fwhat relates to the caution againſt falſe prophets Matt. 2.) 
Hin own to extend from v. 15. to v. 20. incluſive. And what 
10ulis there in all that, which will not ſtand very well with 
yy interpretation of the Fruits? Mr. P. asks (Def. p. 26.) 
hat fruit can ſignify in v. 19. but the fruit of holineſs? 
Al anſwer, that there it ſignifies the fruit of a tree literally 
o call'd : but that which anſwers to it in the Moral may 
very well be docrrine. Or, more generally, what a _= 
| tende 
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tended: prophet produceth, as ſuch, mam * 
— — Ai Miflion. And fo when ou 
Saviour ſaith u. 19. #very tree that briugeth not forth gou, 
frait is bewn drum and bat into the fire; we are thenc 
I conceive, to learn that every pretended Prophet tha 
zeacherth not good . or, — that prc 
duceth, as a prophet, what is not good, is to be rejectec 
and treated as a falſe prophet, what other proof ſoever he 
may pretend to give of his miſſion: in like manner as eve 
ry tree that bringeth not forth good fruit is wont to be 
hewn don and caſt into the fire. Or, poſſibly our Saviour 
might here intend to intimate that every ſuch pretendec 

phet is as Mr. P. ſpeaks an beir of Hell. But I think the 
2 interpretation much more ſuitable to the p 
However my notion of the fruit will anſwer either way in 
this verſe, and very well in all the reſt : the drift of thi 
whole being, that as trees are diftinguiſh'd by their fruit 
one hind from another, and good ones from bad ones, ſo fall 
prophets are to be diſtinguiſb d from true ones by their fruits 
that is, ſay I, by what they produce as prophets. And 
think nothingcan be more natural. 

But then Mr. P. would carry the Context beyond v. 20 
ſaying (Def. p. 26.) that our Lord in the next verſe evi 
dently confirms his interpretation. And yet, as I ſhew'd be 
fore, there 1s not any evidence, there is no reaſon to thin] 
that v. 21. hath any particular reference to the foregoing 
buſineſs of falſe prophets. The words of it are, Not ever 
one that ſaith unto me Lord, Lord, fhall enter into the king 
dom of heaven, but he that doth the will of my father, whicl 
7s in heaven. This, we fee, is a general declaration of thi 6 ) 
inſufficiency of profeſſing Chriſt, and the neceſſity of obe 
dience or good living, in order to Salvation, and doi 
not in the leaſt appear to have any more reference to o 
Saviour's inſtructions about falſe prophets, than to the rel 
that went before: tho' if it had, it would by no mean 
determine the queſtion between us about the interpretatio 
of fruits. The truth is, our Saviour having given a mul 
titude of particular precepts and inſtructions concludes h 


Sermon with endeayouring to make his hearers effectuall 
ſenſibl 
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ſenſible. of the neceſlity of obedience, or 2 practice ſuitable 

to his Doctrine. This part our Saviour enters upon v. 41. 

and carries on to the end of his Sermon. wi 
And, certainly, if v. 21. have not, neither will the two 

next verſes have, any particular reference to the caution 

about falſe prophers. Nor doth our Saviour in thoſe ver- 


Wis ſay a word about them, or whom he ſhall count as 


fuch, but only tells us whom he will not own as his friends 


Jor irue Diſciples at the laſt day, but repell from him as ali- 


ens, to him unknown ; namely, all workers of iniquity, 


even tho' they might or ſhould plead that they had pro- 


pheſied and wrought miracles in his name. 


Jo confirm my interpretation of the fruits by which our 


Lord directs us to know falſe prophets, I oblerv'd that in 
other places (as Deut. 13. 1, 2, &c. Matt. 24, 23,24, &c.) 


Abe, reckon 


we are taught on the ſcore of ſuch fruits, as I judge to be 


meant in the place controverted, to reject even ſuch pre- 


tended: prophets, as ſeem to confirm their miſſion by ſigns 
and wonders. To this Mr. P. anſwers (Def. p. 27. ) that 
it doth not ſignify to alledge other cauttons againſt falſe pro- 
phets. And yet italways was, and, I believe, always will 

Fi a good way for attaining the true ſenſe of 
Scripture in one place, to compare it with others that treat 


inhof the fame matter. And thus much at leaſt thoſe Texts 


will ſhew , that my notion of the fruits is well enough 


inf dapted to the buſineſs in hand. 


However, not regarding this my obſervation (as yet I 


"g hope, the Reader will) Mr. P. concludes this ſubject (Def. 


p. 27. ) with Dr. Whitby's note upon the place (as he calls 


it) or rather with ſomewhat out of much more, which 


the Doctor ſays upon it; but which he doth not level a- 
gainſt ſuch as underſtand falſe prophets as I do, but againſt 


thoſe, wno (as his phraſe is) extend the word falſe prophets 


zo all teachers of falſe doctrines, and yet underſtand by 


KY fruits, doctrines, which I expreſs d my-ſelf to diſapprove. 


Yet it may be fit to obviate one objection, that may ſeem 


Jo be inſinuated in the Doctor's words, and to concern me, 


as well as thoſe others. And that is, 7ha? the multitude, or 
the people ( ſuch to whom our Saviour ſpoke) are inca- 
D pable 


[ 26] 
pable to judge of Doctrines, or therefore of Teachers byſapf 
them. To which I anſwer, that it cannot indeed be ex · ace 
pected, that common people ſhould be able to judge inf 
nice and difficult points of doctrine. But the buſineſs. offf:el] 
falſe prophets properly ſo call'd, is to impoſe upon men inſor 
ſome grand matters of faith or practice; of which ordina · Ie 
ry people, that are but tolerably well inſtructed in true re- can 
ligion, may judge by the Rule, which God hath already}};he 
eſtabliſn d: the deſign-of Satan by ſuch high impoſtures h 
— to delude people 5 what by ordinary falſeſ ter 
Teachers he can propoſe to doo. lan- 
I verily think therefore, that the interpretation whichſhe 
I have given, both of falſe prophers and of fruits is right, me 
and hope I have made it appear to be worthy of accepta · ¶ do 
tion: and yet Mr. P. {hall rather ſay again, hat 7 ſeem to] vat 
have ſome doubt of my own interpretation, than I will af. I ſin 
firm it impoſſible to be in either reſpect wrong. I ſhall; 
not wittingly imitate that confidence, which I diſapproveſ ua 
in others. . pt 
As to the word Beware Matt. 7. 15. Mr. P. is miſtakenÞas' 
in ſaying, that I explain it by rejecring or for/aking. Tis Ar 
true, that in the reaſoning which he recites from me Def. Ie 
p. 27, 28. I ſuppoſe that the falſe Prophets our Saviour A 
there ſpeaks of were to be rejected, or (if follow'd before) ¶ to 
forſaken, when known to be ſuch: but this not on account 25 
of the force of the word Beware ( which he might ſee in] ſid 
my Paraphraſe, I extend no farther than to ſignify, Be up- ele 
on your guard againſt) but by reaſon of the nature of the] th. 
thing. I thought it unqueſtionable, that whoever were] ng 
meant more particularly by falſe prophets, they were ſuch Ph 
as were not to be recetv'd and adher'd to as our proper me 
Teachers. Nor without that ſuppoſition will this our Sa- ¶ an 
viour's Rule be any pattern for Mr. P.'s of ſucceſs. for 
To prove that Teachers not to be rejected or forſaken i thi 
may yet be ill livers, 1 quoted our Saviour's words Matt. pr 
23-2, 3. The Scribes and the Phariſees ſit in Moſes ſeat. 
All therefore 1hatſoever they bid you obſerve, that obſerve me 
and do. But do not ye after their works ;, for they ſay and to 
ao not. Which, ſaid I, is a plain intimation that regularly I pl; 
appointed 


Lui] | 
byflappointed Teachers are not gs, be diſregarded on 
ex · account of their unconformable practices. 0 
in] Now I wiſh with all my heart Mr. P. had been pleas d to 
- Olfitell me directly, whether he thinks my inference will hold 
ing or not. But inſtead of that, with unſeaſonable mockery, 
na · Def. p. 28. he earneſtiy deſires me to inform him, how this 
re · Ican conſiſt with what our Saviour ſays elſewhere concerning 
dy (the ſe ſame Phariſees Matt. 16. 6. Tale heed and beware of 
res the leaven of the Phariſees. Which leaven, he ſays, is af- 
lie terwards interpreted to be their doctrine v. 12. Now, let 
any one fairly reconcile the two Texts of Scripture, and 
ich he will reconcile the latter with my inference from the for- 
ht, mer. The leaven of the Phariſees, with reſpect to their 
ta · ¶ doctrine was doubtleſs, their corrupt principles or depra- 
| Z0olvations of the Law. And there is no Nifficulry in ſuppo- 
af. ſing, that people may be upon their guard againſt, yea, 
all may rejec or forſake (if that were my interpretation of Ze- 
ve ware, as Mr. P. by miſtake affirms) the corrupt part of 
 IEMen's doctrine, and yet not altogether reject their perſons 
cnBas Teachers, nor forlale the Aſſemblies, wherein they teach. 
Lis And now, for reconciling the Texts, I acknowledge (nor did 
cf. Lever ſpeak or think otherwiſe) that the words Mart. 23. 3. 
dur whatſoever they bid you obſerve, that obſerve and ab, are 
e) ¶ to be underſtood with ſome limitation (as, A whatſoever 
int they bid yon obſerve, which is not manifeſtly againſt or be- 
in ſides the intention of the law, that obſerve and do) but tis 
p- elear from the form and coherence of our Saviours words, 
he that no ſuch limitation may be admitted, as ſhould leave 
ere no greater regard due to the Teachings of the Scribes and 
ch} Phariſces that fat in Moſes Seat, than to thoſe of any other 
der men. Our Saviour muſt mean that ſome ſpecial regard 
Sa · and ſubmiſſion ( tho' not an unlimited obedience ) ſhould, 

for the time ( till the expiration of the Law ) be paid to 
en them, as fitting in Moſes Seat, and ſo being the ordinary 
11. proper expounders of the Law. 
41. And as for the Ceremony of waſhing the hands before 
de meat, which the Scribes and Phariſees taught as neceſſary 
nad to be obſerv'd, our Saviour could eaſily jultify his Diſc 
ly ples in the omillion of that upon my Scheme; either by 
D 2 manifeſtly 


L | 
manifeſtly refuting che grounds of that doctrine, or by in · Inat 
ſiſting on that ſuperiour authority in expounding . theſþrs- 
Law, which he juſtly took upon himſelf. I hope now, 
= P.'s carneſt deſire hath met with reaſonable ſatisfa · ¶ i 
jon. | | | | 11 7-8 
But be cannot, it ſeems, forbear ſuggeſting a ſuſpicion 
(Def, p. 29.) that I would not argue after ſuch a rate, un- 
leſs I was very conſcious, that my pariy needed ſuch a de · pe 
fence. In anſwer whereto I aſſure him, that I have not 
taken-upon me to write in Defence of any party, further 
than as the Intereſts of it ſeem to me combin'd with thoſe 
of trath, peace and good order, and have a at no 
other rate than that of a man con vine d by the argument 
_ wherewith he would convince others. 
And here Mr. P. concludes the debate on his part aboutſed 
the meaning of our Saviour's Rule «Marr. 7. 15, &c. In re} 
ference to which I deſire it may be obſerv'd, that our 
Lord's example in giving this Rule was alledg'd by him in 
Juſtification of himſelf with relation to his Rule of ſucceſs, 
and upon that account conſider'd by me. And therefore ii 
is not enough for him to ſhew, that our Saviour's words]: 
will bear ſuch an interpretation, as wall ſerve his 
purpoſe. It concerns him, unleſs he will relinquiſh this: 
Defence, to make it appear, that that is the moſt probable 
interpretation of them. On the other hand, it is enough 
for me in this caſe to ſhew, that there is another imterpre-} 
tation not ſuitable to his purpoſe, and yet as probable as: 
that which is. For, a Defence that is built upon an inter- 
pretation, which may as probably be wrong as right, is of 
no ſtrength or value. Which I do not ſay, as granting yin 
his interpretation, ſo far as expreſs'd, io be as probable asjno 
mine (for that I take to be far otherwiſe ) but to the end, ſ to 
that ſuch as are not convinc'd of the truth of mine may 
yet by the precariouſneſs of his diſcern the weakneſs of ev 
the Allegation, to the purpoſe of his Defence. as 
But I muſt obſerve yet further, that Mr. P. in all this eo 
difpate about our Saviour's Rule hath not given us any 
clear and full interpretation of it, whether true or falſe, but im 
hath left us in the dark as to his ſenſe of it in one or _ to 
SLES material 


| [ 29 ] 
in · Inaterial points. He interprets falſe prophets by falſe teach. 
in general; but whether he underſtands thereby falſe 
werenders to a © Myſſron or Teachers of falſe doctrine, tho 
intimated the diſtinction to him, he doth not tell us. A- 
gain, tho I took it for granted before, that he included 
ejefting or forſaking in the meaning of our Saviour's He- 
ware of falſe prophets, I am now brought into doubt con- 
Ferning that alſo by the manner of his talking Def. p. 28. 
and am apt to hank I was miſtaken. 2 
Tis obſervable he avoids declaring himſelf in either of 
cle points: and one would think it were for ſome rea- 
on. And indeed had his interpretation been more clearly 
xpreſs d, I am perſwaded, it had either been more eaſily 
diſprov'd, or of little ſignificancy to his purpoſe, if grant- 
d; the purpoſe, I mean, of countenancing his Rule of 
Wucceſs without regard to Ordination. | 
He affirms however p. 29. hat he hath ſhewn how Chriſ7's 
words ought to be interpreted: of which the Reader is now 
judge. But, ſuppoſing his interpretation to be right, 
be thimks (ibid.) he has follow'd Chriſt's example in two 
bings : ut, in waving the buſineſs of miſſion : ſecondly, 
his» propoſing not the ſame, but ſuch a kind of mark for men 40 
nage by, as our Saviour aben; that is, ſuch an one as is ea- 
y, and liable to all men's obſervation. But if our Saviour's 
de not, and his be, a mark for men to judge of the miſſion 
vr authority of Teachers by; Or, if our Saviour' be not, 
as and his be, a mark for men to judge by whether ſuch or 
er · ſuch Teachers be fit to be follow'd or forſaken, receiv d or 
of rejected ; that is, in ſhort, if there be not a due agreement 
ng in the thing to be judg d of, the other reſemblances are of 
as Ino effect. And what agreement there is in that, according 
ad, to Mr. P.'s own interpretation of Chriſt's words, till that 
ay is more fully ſettled, cannot well he determin d. How- 
of ſever, I inſiſt that his interpretation is not probable, ſo far 
as1t goes. And how eaſy his mark to judge by 1s, {hall be 
11s conſider d hereafter. | 
ny | At preſent, I may not paſs over the unfairneſs he charges 
ot me with Def. p. 29, 30. The caſe is this; In the Preface 
yo to his former Sermon p. 4. he hath theſe words, 7 m- the 
| eller 
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better pleas d with what I have ſuggeſted to our Cvi 
the Rule of Succeſs ] becauſe 7 have only follow d the exam 
ple of our Bleſſed Saviour, &c. Matt. 7. 15, &c. Now byfſ<P< 
reaſon of his ſaying, not only that he had follow'd, buf © 


that. he had on/y follow'd, our Saviour's example ( whict 
at leaſt ſeems to imply that he had done no other thing 
than what our Saviour had done before) I thought fit te 
ſhew, that as his Rule is not the ſame with, ſo neithe 
would it follow from, our Saviour's ; yet without pretend 
ing to ſay, that he meant ſuch a conſequence, or what he 
meant, by his on/ following. And this is the unfairneſs 
am guilty of; if any body can ſee it. 


'$ncr. V. 


From the debate about his following our Saviour's exam 
— paſſes to the defence of the hard cenſure, which he 
ad made our Saviour s words to introduce, upon a gre el 
part of thoſe Clergymen, who hold the Miniſtrations of“ 
Diſlenting Miniſters to be invalid: whom he charges with 
looſneſs and debauchery ; unthankfulneſs to God and «Mani 
for the greateſt delrverances ; the ſowing ſtrife and conten- F.. 
tion; the flirring up to ſe dition, rapine and ſacrilege ; th 
encouraging rebellion againſt the Beſt of Rings; and the pre- 
varicating both with God and Man in ſubſcriptions, pray. 
ers, and the moſt plain, expreſs, and ſolemn Oaths. Thi 
I call'd a moſt confident and uncharitable cenſure ; alledg 
ing that the guilt (vis. as charg'd ) is neither confeſs'd, nor 
notorious, nor poſſible to be provid. 85 ; 
Now he denies not the confidence of the charge, but ſup- 
ports it by ſaying, the gnilt is notorious, and brings no o- 
ther proof, but general aſſertions of facts, and conſtructions 
put upon them; which, if they are not notorionſly true and} 
right, to the extent of the charge they will not be ſuffict 
ent for his purpoſe. Leſs may Sffice to create a ſuſpicion, if 
or a probability: but leſs will not make the guilt notori- 
ous, or juſtify the confidence of the cenſure. . 

And whether theſe things are ſo I freely leave to ( asf 
whether any thing be notorious or not, is a queſtion al- 
8 ways 
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vir ay ready for) the judgment of the world; and ſhall on- 
By beg leave to obſerve, 1. That matter of ſcandal ſtrongly 
Feported by enemies, or an oppolite party, is not preſent- 
y co be taken for certain truth. 2. That outward actions 
re not confidently to be aſerib d to ſcandalous inward prin- 
Tiples, motives or deſigns, when they may proceed from 
Þther. And, laſtly, That I do not pretend to excuſe all 
lergymen of the ſort deſcrib'd, but only to note the un- 
nd. Tharitableneſs of the cenſure in the extent and confidence, 
t helrhere with it is deliver d. And I cannot doubt but moſt 
nen of Conſcience will agree in my ſentiments of it. And 
vithal I am perſwaded that a great part of the Clergy of 
hat ſort, on which the cenſure is paſs'd, do not come be- 
ind their neighbours of any ſort in ſincere virtue and 

dlety. 8 6 

an As for Mr. P.'s telling the world (Def. p. 31. ) chat he 
1 bells ſometimes tempted 70 go by the Rule, which the late ex- 
real lens Biſhop Burnet 75 ſaid 4% have obſerv'd in judging con- 
- offficning the Clergy, that need give us no diſturbance, as ſerv- 
ng more to the diſcovery of his prejudice and ſpite againſt 
s in the general, than to any real diminution of the cre- 
lit of any part of us. But JI cannot forbear ſaying, that if 
e had any real honour for that Biſhop's memory, he ſhould 
ever have mention'd him in that manner. 

a To ſhew how Mr. P.'s cenſure aforeſaid might be reta- 
Thüfliated by ſuch as would give themſelves the like liberty, I 
edg Had theſe words ( p.g. of my remarks) ſhould it be ſaid that 
bur Saviour's foremention'd Rule 1s a warrant to the people 
| England 7o beware of a great part of the Diſfentmg 
{eachers : for that tho they come in ſheep's chathing, with 
oo. Veat pretences to innocence, and meekneſs and moderation, 
jon Det their bitter and uncharitable refleckions, their fattions 
nd ſchiſmatical practices, the rigorous and arbitrary pro- 
; (eedings of them and their diſciples when in power, ther 
apgerneſs after bloud and revenge, theſe and the like fruits 
ew them to be inwardly ravening wolves: this were no 
nore than mizht be ſaid upon as good grounds, at leaſt, as 
what 7s ſaid by Mr.P. But his uncharitable cenſures, how pro- 
Feling ſoever, ſhall never be retaliated by me, much leſs his 
confidence 
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confidence in them imitated. But yet Mr. P. tells us (Dei I. 
p. 32.) he believes every one will tale theſe innuenab's 10 ff fr 
Lend as ſo many charges by way of retaliation: which as 
for my part I cannot beheve with him; becauſe tis plain th; 
both that there is nothing poſitively charg d, and that ¶ pu 
expreſaly guarded againſt being underſtood to charge pofth: 
ſiuvely, as he did. Tho' if I had ſo chargd, I doubt noffth; 
but I could have ſupported it as well, and in ſome parts « 
it much better, than he has done his charge. And for thü for 
defence which he now makes againſt it, there would rit 
need little more than à bare rectal of it to expoſe iii ne 
weakneſs. But as I originally intended no more than 
expreſs d, fo I am reſol vd to leave it in the ſame conditio 
Only, in the laſt part of the defence which he makes 
there is ſomething of ſo particular a concern to me, that 
am oblig d to take a little notice of it. Upon the occaſfior 
of my mentioning an eagerneſs after bloud and reveng; 
in che manner aforefaid and no other wiſe, he ſays (ibid. 
T7 cannt imagine what he means; unleſs he is diſpleas , 
with us, that we were not defirons, tbat encouragemen 
ſhould be given to the raiſing new rebellious, by ſparing al: 
that were open rebels. | | 

And fo he proceeds meanly upon this no ground to inſlii: 
nuate a ſuſpicion, that I am no friend to the Government. 
if it be not rather a reflection upon that, to ſuppoſe nan 
way concern'd in what I ſaid. As it in the expreſſion whict 
he thus perverts, I might not refer to the behaviour of ſuc 
as I ſpoke of in former days, when they had more poweſ 
on their ſide ; Or, as if I might not ſuppoſe many of then 
in theſe times ( colourably ) chargeable with deſiring mort 
ſeverity, than the Government has thought fit to uſe, no! 
only upon the open Rebels, but upon the Rioters and 0 
thers, as well before the late Rebellion as ſince; or, wit 
too eagerly eſpouſing and declaring for ſevere method: 
in general; or, with promoting or encouraging barbarities 
and needleſs effuſion of bloud in the time of the Riots, o 
with other fruits of a cruel and revengeful temper. I had 
ground, I aſſure him, to make ſuch mention as I did off 

an eagerneſs after blond and revenge without f 2 
| pleaſec 
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pleaſed wich them on the ſcore he is pleas d to imagine. 
elf He might indeed think himſelf concern d to vindicate his 
M fraternity on this head, before any of them were charged, 
iel as by me they have not yet been: but to repreſent me upon 
ung this occaſion as reflecting upon the Government was his 
it ¶ pure kindneſs, or his affectation. to uentiſy the honour of 
that with the reputation even of the more violent ſort of 
the Diſſenting Miniſters. 10 v6 u 20 1,000 
And now I take my leave of the matters of ſcandal a- 
foreſaid, wiſning my Readers not to judge but with cha- 
rity on either ſide. Neither my judgment, as to their fits 
neſs, nor my inclination, as to their agreeableneſs, leads 
me to deal in things of this nature, more than is neceſſary. 
And gladly ſhould I have entirely paſs d by the hard cen- 
Siures and reflectrtons, that came in my way: were I not 
convinc'd that it is high time for all ſincere lovers of truth 
and peace to appear againſt theſe methods of bitter zeal and 
een oh UTR, 1.0 Rr SR 
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We return now to our buſineſs in relation to trying Mi- 
uiſtries by ſucceſs.” Mr. P. in the Preface to his latter 
Sermon p. 5. in order to remove the miſtakes of ſome, who, 
as he faid, had over/oot'd the. nature of the ſucceſs. he had 
entYarzned from, told them, that zz zs no other than the form- 
anne of Cbriſt in men, jo as that they become the epiſtle of 
hic, without adding a word more about the matter. This 
(uchl obſerv'd was a very uncouth way of 1 himſelf; 
weis I doubt not but indifferent Readers will agree it to be. 
hemÞBut now Iam to be repreſented as having reflected upon 
noi t. Paul. © I am very ſorry (faith Mr. P. Det. p. 33.) be 
no. ſhould fa eſteem it; ſince I only made uſe of two expreſſt- 
d of- ons of the Apoſtle, who does not uſe to be counted an un- 
with coutrh Writer. My comfort is, that I have an eaſy way 
hodWo come off. I did not ſay the expreſſions themſelves were 
1tieFncouth, but that his way of explaining himſelf by them 
s, offÞiwas ſo. I knew whence he took them; but I knew alſo, 

hadFhat it was not the Apoſtle, but himſelf, that put them to- 
id olffgether, and apply d them inthe manner and to the purpoſe 

dif E that 
ealeC 
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that he did And as there is no harm in ſuppoſing, that 
there areiſome ibings in St. Paul's epiſtles berd to be under- 
ſtood, or that ſome of his expreſſions are to us of difficult 
interpretation, ſo 'tis certain that the two Mr. P. makes 
uſe of here are far from being any of the plaineſt he might 
eaſily have thought of. And as they are by him put toge- 
ther and apply d, they make a ſentence that needs explica« 
tion, as much as any one in the Sermon it-ſelf that was 
miſunderſtood. I; 1 5 

However, I put a fair interpretation upon it, and have 
now his acknowledgment that it is right. And yet becauſe 
I did not lay it downas his meaning, but with a ſuppoſing 
that be ſpoke good ſenſe, he ſurprizes me with an expreſſion 
that carries ſomething worſe in it than diſdain, © 7 am in 
« ferent (faith he Def. p. 34.) © whether I am allow'd 1 
6“ ſpeak good ſenſe or not, by men that will donbt Mit, upon 
6 rhe account of my uſing the Apoſike's my ro fig) 
te he ſame thing that he meant by them. But he need not 
be ſo angry. Tis no diſparagement to him to ſay, that az 
learned men, as he, have unawares ſpoken, yea, and.print-F*- 
ed, ſentences, which, tho' ſounding plauſibly, cannot be 
reconcil'd to good ſenſe, upon ſtrict examination. And [ 
did but tacitly intimate it was poſſible he might do the 
like in this place. To which he makes me a very diſprc 
portionate return, by wrongfully inſinuating, that I have 
call d in queſtion the good ſenſe of the Apoltle's expreſſi 
ons according to his own uſe of them. When in truth the 
ſentence in queſtion is none of the Apoſtle's ; and beſides, 
I might innocently think it poſſible for Mr. P. to uſe th 
Apoltle's words without his meaning: whether in fact he 
did or not. I am glad, however, we are fo far agree 
upon the nature of the ſucceſs we talk of, vis. that it 1 
the making men true and ſincere Chriſtians, &c. What it 
more particularly is, and how eaſy to be obſerv d, will mor 
properly be conſider' d hereafter. 

It had been objected, it ſeems, againſt Mr. P. that if th 
Apoſtle could prove his Apoſtleſhip by ſucceſs (which wa 
the ground of his argument) then every ſucceſsful] Min! 
ſter would be proy'd an Apoſtle. To this Mr. P. * 
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( 35] 
T hat ſucceſs only proves men to be what they pretend, and 
not what they do not. And this ſhort — ſaid was 
ſuſficient with reſpect 
of the like nature. Hereupon I obſerv'd, that if ſo, ther 
Vu pretend a Call to the Miniſtry by ſpecial revelation, 
ſucceſs — — ſuch their Call To this he now anſwers 
p. 34+ © 71s very true, it did ſo in the caſe of the Apoſtle, 
« 2who was call d by ſpecial revelation. Aud when I meet 
« with any ſuch ſucceſs as my argument is grounded upon at» 
ending one who falſiy pretends a Call by ſpecial revelation, 
& / ſhall then think ſis time to anſwer this objettion : 2 
© at preſent I believe no ſuch thing, But, whatever he ſays 


all ſuch as pretend a Call to the Miniſtry by ſpecial reve- 
ſucceſs, as any Miniſters ordinarily are, mult be owned to 
have the Call they pretend to, here will be a wide door 
open to Impoſture. For, that falſe pretenders ſhould, for 
int. 2 time, have ſuch an appearance of ſucceſs, is far from be- 
ing improbable. And what doth Mr. P. think of the Qua- 
ker-Miniſters? They do, in fact, pretend a Call by imme- 
diate Revelation. Doth he think then they have ſuch an 
one? Or, Will he ſay, that they are deſtitute of that ſuc- 
ceſs, which his argument is grounded upon? 
| And as to the other conſequence, which I obje&ed a- 
_ the ſufficiency of Mr.P.'s ſhort anſwer aforeſaid, viz. 
that, according to that, ſucceſs might prove Regularity (if 
pretended ) as well as Validity: it is not enough for him 
to ſay now (Def. p. 34, 35. ) that none plead ſucceſs for 
regularity. The queſtion is, whether, if it ſhould be plead- 
it ed ( as v. g. if one pretendedly in Orders ſhould alledge his 
| ſucceſs in proof of his Ordination) whether, I ſay, the ar- 
gument would be good. 


SEcrt. VII. 
Having examin d all that Mr. P. had alledg d, in the Pre- 


face under my conſideration, to explain or vindicate his 


ſhort way of trying Miniſtries by ſucceſs, I propos'd ( or” 
2 0 


to the aforeſaid objection, and others 


or believes, indifferent perſons will ſurely allow, that if 


lation, and are attended with as good an appearance of 


4 „ 
* 


[36] 
of my Remarks) to ſet the truth of the whole matter in 1 
clearer light: and that by enquiring firſt, Haw the Corins Mis 
thians were the Epiſtle of Chriſt in St. Paul's behalf, ac: In 
cording to what we read 2 Or. 3. 1, 2, 3. which Mr. P. yer. 
makes the main foundation of his doctrine in this caſe, gun 
The words of the Apoſtle are theſe, Do we begin again to ical 
commena vun ſelues? Or, need we as ſome others, epiſtles l 
of commenaation 10 von, or letters f commenaation from ns 
vou ꝰ Y are cur epiſtle aurittem im our beerts;\\known ani Þe | 
read of all Men. Foraſmanch as qe are mauift Hy declar'd to 
be tbe epifile of Cbriſt, mini fired by us, wor itteu not with 
mk, bi with the ſpirit of the. living Go; no?. in tables of 
flone, but in fleſhly tables. of the heart.” Where the firſt verſe 
needing no explication, I propos'd this paraphraſe of the le 
two latter, Ie jour ſelves arè in fett a-commenaatory Epi. 
file in my behalf; an Epiſtie, as never out of in affe&710- 
nate remembrance,” ſo open and legible to all the urid. For- 
aſmuch as your Converſion, fo imm aculoisſiy wrought, mani · N 
Fejthy appears 40 be tbe work not of me, but of Chriſt by my 
 Amiſtry,' fo that ye. are in een his Epifile certifying me pa 
to be his Minister; an Epiſtle not written: with ink ( as 
the letters 'of men commonly are) but engravem by the power 
of the: Goly Ghoft ( miraculouſly concurring, by! Chriſt's ap 
pointment, with my Miniiixy } not on 4ables'of ſtone ( as 
the ten Commandments were:)-but on fleſhly tables, viz. the 


hearts of men. IF Pike „ enn 4 
lere Mr. P. excepts, as J expected he would, againſt 
my taking the circumſtance of miracles into the caſe: which 
yet I did not without giving, as I conceive, ſufficient rea: 
ſon for it. But the matter {ſhall now be moret largely con- 
ſider d, in attendance upon Mr. P.'s motions... . - ' | þ 
Y would be very ſtrange ( faith he Def. p. 35.) F the 
te Apoſtle ſhould never, through his whole argument, give the 
&« leaſt hint of that, upon which the greateFt ſireſs is to be 
« aid. A man muſt have talen very little notice of his cloſe Ne 
ce way of reaſoning, and his frequent couching an argument an 

- © as it were in a ſingle word, who will expet# to meet with. 
e any thing of this nature in bis Epiſtles. What Mr. . 
means by the Apoſtle's whole argument, or how far , vi. 

wou 


1 

ould carry iti know not. But all that St. Paul ſays in 
his place about the Corinthians, being an Epiſtle of Chriſt 
ac: In his behalf is compris d (for ought I ſeęe ) in the three 
P. Perſes before recited. And in them, I ſay, tho' the cir- 
iſe. Jumſtance of miracles is not expreſs d, it is according to all 
to eaſanable interpretation refer d to. DR” 
Jes The Apoſtle here, tis agreed, repreſents the Corinthi- 
om Ins, as being themſelves ſuch an Epiſtle in his behalf, that 
mu be had no need of any other commendation to or from 
ro hem, and ſays v. 3. rhat they were inanifefily declar d to 
17h e the Epiſtle of Chrift, mini fred by him, written not with 
I, but with the ſpirit of the liuing God. What it was that 
rie nanifeſted, or manifeſtly dec lar d, or ſhew'd, this, the Apo- 
the ile doth not expreis. But it is moſt evident, that this was 
pi. nan ifelted, chiefly, by the extraordinary and miraculous 
740. Pperations of the Holy Ghoſt attendant on his Miniſtry. 
ar: Theſe, certainly, were the moſt ſignal evidences, that the 
ni. Nah of the Corinthians did not Naud in the wiſdom of men, 
my hut in 1he power, of God. Every body muſt own,that nothing 
wade it fo manifelt, that the hand of God was with St. Paul 
4 In their converſion, as the extraordinary operations afore- 
ver aid. And why then ſhould they not be ſuppos d to be re- 
aper d to here? I ſee no reaſon why they ſhould not, un.els 
4 be becauſe it makes againſt Mr. P.s hypotheſis. To li- 
the nit what the Apoſtle refers to (when his own words do 
Not) fo as to exclude any thing, which was proper to be 
nſtyefer'd to, is arbitrary; and if it be to exclude that which 
ich makes eminently to his purpoſe, it is moſt unreaſonable: 
ca- And this is what they muſt do, who will deny any refe- 
n · Fence to extraordinary and miraculous operations in the 
preſent caſe. That St. Paul doth not expreſsly lay here, 
by what means the Corinthians were, manifeſtly declar d 10 
be the Epiſtle of ChriF# &c. is ocular demonſtration : and 
as that. is agreeable to his c/oſe way of reaſoning, and his 
frequent couc bing an argument as it were in a word; ſo it 
znnot. be incongruous thereto, to ſuppoſe that he refers 
71 o that, which is evidently. moſt proper to be refer'd to. 
P., 1 had argued to the lame effect before in words, which it 
he will be proper to repeat. Since Mr. P. himſelf inſiſis 
n ( ſaid 


p 4 
Nn 
In 
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( ſaid I) that the Corinthians were 


fach an Epifl in regarif 
of their Conver ſton by St. Paul's Miniſtry ; ſince they ww 
certainly converted in a miraculous way, St. Paul bimſ 
alleaging 1 Cor. 2. 4. that bis Preaching among them waſgime: 
not with enticing words of man's wiſdom, but in demonftrefyich 
tion of the ſpirit, and of power, And 2 Cor. 12. 12. that thSxpr 
ſigns of an Apoſtle were wrought among them in all patiſrin; 
ence, in ſigns and wonders, and mighty deeds ; and /aithcls, 
ſince they were undeniably — (as it were) the mona 
univerſally known and read, and much the more manifeFigatic 
declar d to be the Epiſtle of Chrift; by the miraculous manneyj I 
of therr converſion, I ſee no reaſon to ſuppoſe their bare cou ha 
ver /ion refer d to, without regard to the ſaid Manner of it ati 
which makes ſo evidently for $1. Paul's purpoſe, and grues 
much clearneſs to his reaſoning. Upon this reaſoning oiiric 
mine, Mr. P. is pleas d to make ſome remarks Def. p. 36. rat 
His firſt is, rhat᷑ it is not certain, that all that were confhre- 
verted by the ApoFtle were converted miraculouſly. And pro. 
am ready to allow, that there was not a particular miret. 
cle in, or in order to, every fingle converſion. But tha 
there were many (if any) converſions wrought by St. Pati 
at Crinth, to which the miraculous operations of the ſpifhir 
rit attending his Miniſtry did not contribute, is not at allhat 
probable. And the Apoſtle doth not ſay each particulan, 
Convert was, but that the Corinthian Chriſtians in geneſvas 
ral were, manifeitly declar d to be an Epiſtle of Chriſt &ÞW'hi 
Which 1s ſufficient anſwer to this Remark. 
The deſign of his ſecond is to ſhew, that the Apoſtl: 
might, as he ſaw occaſion, ſometimes appeal to the mira wa 
culous operations of the ſpirit, without regard to the ordiſpon 
nary ſanctifying ones, and ſometimes to theſe latter wit 
out regard to the former. Which I grant, and add, that 
ſometimes he might appeal to both ſorts together. But m 
meaning is not, nor, I ſuppoſe, Mr. P.'s, that he might 
properly appeal to either ſort in any caſe, or to any putÞth 
pole ; much leſs, that M. P. may arbitrarily ſuppoſe hin 
to refer to either, as he ſees fit. I conſider this RemariFoc 
therefore, only, as preparing the way to the third; 0 
Which is, hat rhe only way to know, which he refers l. 
i 


r 
; by conſidering the expreſſions he nſes, and comparing them 
A the Context. gh this I cannot entirely agree: be- 
zuſe (as is confirm'd by the practice of all Commentators) 
iltant Texts compar d, and the reaſon of things, man 
imes are great helps in interpreting ſcripture; and 1 
yithout one or both of cheſe helps, I cannot ſee that the 
Irpreſſions of the Text or Context, or both compar d, will 
atiſpring che preſent queſtion to any determination; much 
ess, as he pretends, clearly eftabhſh the interpretation he 
ora gruen, as excluſive of any reference to miraculous ope- 
ations. | | 
I hope as to the Text, by which I mean 2 Cor. 3. 1,2, 3. 
conf have made out the contrary to ſuch his pretence, to the 
it atisfaction of any Reader that will judge freely for him- 
elf what I have done, without being byaſs'd by my adver- 
Waries ſaying that this or that 7 amz not able to do. I have 
Franted indeed that the miraculous operations of the ſpirit 
re not expreſsly mention'd in the Text; but then I have 
roy d that they are there hinted at, or refer d to. And tho? 
r. P. takes it for granted (Def. p. 36.) that the ſaucr iſying 
nary operations are mention d there, that is but an im 
ition upon his Readers, There is mention indeed of ſome- 
hing written in, or on, the fleſhly tables of che heart: but 
hat this writing was, or was perform d by, a ſancr ſying or- 
inary operation of the ſpirit, is not expreſs d: and that it 
as perform'd by ſuch alone I know no reaſon to ſuppoſe. 
There were inward extraordinary operations, as well as 
dutward, and thoſe too in their effects, properly miracu- 
Wous. Nor does it appear, but that outward as well as in- 
ard operations of the ſpirit might here be refer'd to, as 
ontributing to the making that impreſſion, which is call'd 
riting in, or on, the fleſhly tables of the heart. 
— it is to be _— — _ doth — ſay, 2 
men in ibe fleſbly tables of your hearts, but, in i ta- 
Wis . _ —__ may be meant of e 2e of 
others, to whom the Corinthians were in effect an Epiſtle 
Sn St. Paus behalf. And, as being undetermin'd J left 
oom for this interpretation before in my 2 ſo 
ow I am little leſs than fully convinc d, that that is — 
wh rigut; 


o 


Text to the ordinary operations of the ſpirit, ſeparateh 
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right; ſo that ine Apoſtle meant, chat the Corinthians, 
regard of their wonderful! Converſign by his- Miniſte 
were fix d, or had place, in the hearts or minds of all pe- 
ple (for beat commonly ſignifies che ſame as mind in Ser 
pture) and fo were an Epiſtle neun and read of all me 
as the Apoſtle ſpeaks v. 2. Their converſion with the ciſiy 
cumſtances of it made a deep impreffion- on the hearts d 
minds of all about them, ſo that it was, as it were, writ ha 
ten, imprinted or engraven thereon.: It is more prope 
ſurely, to fay, the Corinthiau Converts were an Epiſtl 
thus written in the hearts of the people round about, that 
an Epiſtle written in their own Hearts. And to this inter 
pretation, methinks, we are alfo plainly directed by wha 
St. Paul ſanh actording to the generally receiv d Readin 
v. 2. N are onr Epi fle, written (nor in your, but) in Ont 
hearts : where I muſt own my- ſelf upon fuller conſider: 
tion convinced, that L vrirten in our hearts | is the wor 
natural Reading, as welas generally receiv'd, and aàtteſte 
by the beſt, and almoſt all; Copies. And if now it be ask d 
how this writing, whereby the Corinthians were 'writtet 
in the hearts of other men, is ſaid to be done by, or wit 
the ſpirit of the living God, the anſwer is not difficult; Th 
Holy Ghoſt by effectuating St. Paul's Miniſtry in fo wor 
derful a manner to the converſion of the Corinthians im 
preſs'd them, as ſo converted, on the minds of all mer 
ok,, CT SILENT 
Nov if this interpretation be right, as upon mature an 
impartial conſideration it ſeems to me the more probable 
there will be no colour for ſuppoſing any reference in th 


from the other. But, however, I have ſhewn that there 1 
no ſufficient ground for it on the foot of the other inter 
pretation. And yet, were the ordinary operations of the 
ſpirit ſeparately refer'd to in the latter part of v. 3. the ex 
traordinary ones would never the leſs be refer'd to in the 
beginning of it, according to my paraphraſe ; the ground 
of which I have ſufficiently - vindicated in that reſpet 
And ſuppoſing the Corinthians were ſaid here to be the Epi 

ſtle of Chriſt on account of che ordinary ſanctifying opt 
LEPC” ration 


Ycations of 
Tl gcclar & t 


ext or Context oblige us to interpret St. Paul as arguing 


give ſuch an anſwer here, as would be eaſily applicable 
There alſo. For, doubtleſs, to be the Epiſtle of Chriſt cer- 
lying St. Paul to be his Apoſtle, and to be the ſeal of his 
Wo 


e Holy Spirit from being refer'd to in the words under 
| | our 


eration: wtf, bores 
sur eonf{erarion: S0 that of * Seh 


de chit of comempt, to Mr⸗ 
the briviging'in the term, miraculous, 17 b 
pothe/ts, and, that I an my friends cob 

anſwer 2 his ingument, buy votre fore 
able interfyetation to #0011 vr." Had my 
the blanie would propetly Have lain at my bWI• door. 

But fych Readers, are not too àpt to 'Fappo ole! that 
tik 4 feafon are m. ly on that fide,' [es he | reati 
er air Gf, bonfidence appears, I am per faded, will allow, 
that che anſwer © 1 gave was g od 192 57 and ſtands ſd 


ſtill. E ng when tt Nebst l dat He chat would 
— age Dbctſinb on any Text of Scripitire, ought 
plai e at Text muſt nerds be underftood 
in 7 recife * js doctrme requires. And tl 
Which is Evnctary' to the ge. 


There 5 Welche 
3 e old: as, doubtleſs is the do 
ctrine os the Caf of Minifters by ordmary fi ucceſ;, 
Ordination ſet alide: Wich, Hkewiſe, T conceive, is as ge 
nerally Wfecin'd a dockrite of confuſion. 
Geh e of the great iiſtlicities of our uwe and Coun: 
nd eg Ader ptetations of Seriptore, and fitch 
aan mod hriſtian would diſtruſt, at leaſt, his private 
nt in, are commonly advanc d with the greateft con. 
Raeder not only in 3 to the great intereſts of peac 
and order, bir. to the perverting, or unſettling and di. 
tracting mens minds, with relation to the mott momen. 
tous truths of our Religion: which happens not only, 
when thoſe truths themſelves are directly attack d, but alfo 
in conſequence of that odd and multifarious diverlity 0 
opinions and practices, which ſuch a temerarious way o 
interpreting Scripture introduces, maintains and promotes 
And of thete things the Pope's Factors make great advan. 
tage. This is a ſubject which calls for the moſt ſeriou 
conſideration. But I may not digreſs any farther. 
T will add one word more in reference to the interprets: 
tion of the Text under debate, and for the illuſtration ol 
what hath been already faid. Suppoſe it were read in an 


good Author, 7 hat the Turks defeated before Belgrade 7 
a ſt 
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ones, which gn 


Therefore, 


a ſuffaient atte matt of. the German. 77 

ou eb be reaſonable to ſtand ao barely of 5 
defeat without any reference to citeumſtances; or particu- 
larly, without any reference to thoſe circumſtances (vi. 
their advantages in numbers and. Entrenchments ) which 
eminently ſignaliz'd the valour of thoſe that defeated them? 
No, certainly. And 'tis the fame unreaſonableneſs, when 
St. Paul repreſents the Corin;bians converted to Conia 

pity as 2 manifeſt atteſtation to his Apoſtleſhip, to ſu 
either that he had no reference to any circumſtances = pore 
Con verſion, or 2 none to thoſe miraculous 
ly manifeſted a Divine concurrence, and 

were eminently che ſigns of an extraordinary Miſſion, 
Bo ſuppoſing my interpretation to be right, I infer d 
(Rem. p. 12. 55 this reaſoning of the Apoſtle uud wot 
warrant any other miniſtry that ts ſucceſaful 5 it be mi- 
fur ſo, i. e. ſucceſsful by Miracle. And here Mr. P. 
th not deny $4 inference to be good, but repreſents it 
( (Def p. 39.) as improper for an Epiſcopal Clergyman to 
make; becaule (as he will have it) it overthrows a plea of 
our's in vindication of the la ing on of hands by Biſhops in 


Confirmation. Now, to make the caſe parallel, our plea 


muſt ſtand The Apoſtles. h 5 
4275 e pads 22 


he like practice of our Biſhops in Confirmation 
is ſufpiciently —— by their ſucceſs which ig not mira- 


; cus: Which inference, as I do not think any Epiſcopal 
| Glergyman ever made, ſo I am ſure no one 15 by gt cha- 


rater oblig d to maintain, 
I concetve. now, chat the anſwer which 4 we Ja Mr. 


P.' argument 1 2 Cor. 3. 1, 253, needs no further vin- 
dication or ſuppo 5 Iwill however, conclude this 


head with a more jr ral, one. Whenever any pretended 
| Miniſter of Chriſt mal 


ſhew,,ms ſuch an Epiſtle in his be- 
half as the Church of Corinth was in St. Paul's, I will pre- 
{ently acknowledge the ſame as ai ſufficient evidence of his 


Minilteral Gall But if, in What he produces, Spekapd of 


Chriſt be not ſo plain, or his acknowledgment. of the Mi- 
nite: wore obſcure, the ſufficiency of St. Pauls allegation 


5 F 2 will 


will not i mer the ſufficiency of this others. And there is 
no onde beet, but whir/ (as tis obſeryable'by man 
comes far ba of St, Paul's at Corinth * in —_ theſe re: 


1! 8. 
of». Szen. Vl. 
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11 the next lake I pron to en 129 5 how fi erde, | 
any Miniſtry. And 


ry ſucceſs may juſtify or recommen 
in order to ſhew, that it will neither prove a due or ſuffi. 


cient Call, nor yet juſtify or ſufficiently recommend, the ai 


Miniſtry of ſuch as have n due Call or, Miſſion, I obſerv'd 


that it is' uſual with God Iv bring good ot of evil,” to mike 


the wickedneſs of men ſubſervient to his glory; und to com- 


paſs a good end by nieans in the human agents / Jinful. Ard | 


therefore ( faid I ) good ſucceſs alone can never Jaftify the 


act ion of men inſtrumental to it. Which being fo manifeſt, i 
as tis deliver'd in the general, Mr. P. could hot deny it: but ing 


rather than ſay nothing upon the occaſion he would needs 
interpoſe his reaſons againſt the application thereof to the 
buſineſs in hand, before he came to the Proper place. But, 
however, I ſhall attend mid. 

And firſt he obſerves ( Def. p 40. ) that I acknowledet 
the ſucceſs we ſpeak. of to probe the interpoſi tion of Chrif, 


viz. by his Spirit in the hearts of men. And that I ſhall 


always acknowledge; the ſucceſs we ſpeak of being the 
making men real and fincere Chriſtians: | which cannot be 
done without ſuch interpolition of Chriſt. But what then? 
Now ( ſaith he) where neus miniſtrations are counted by 
Cbri H utterly invalid and null, and he does not own them 
as his MiniRers, tho-th: aſſume that character; I can 
nor think he will favour them with ſuch nal inter poſitions. 
This 18, ſurely, a very uncouth way of expreſſing himſelf. 
If the Irhole effect offlis meaning be, that he cannot think, 
that Chriſt will ever interpoſe by his ſpirit in- the hearts 


of men to give ſucceſs to the MinKrativns of thoſe, who 


aſſume che character of his Miniſters without a due Call, 
cannot atcount for his Expreſſions. -Andifhe mean any 
thing more or other,” T know not what it is. But, if 1 have 
rigtitly gueſs d at his meaning, I defire to know whiy he 

cannot 


[4] 
not think, Chriſt will ever ſo interpoſe in ſuch a' caſe; 
Ad this I may well ask, ſince I gave à general reaſon in 
e words laſt quoted by him, and 4 more particular one 
n the next, for my thinking that Chriſt ſometimes may: 
Mr. P., I confeſs, adds immediately, rbat rb Apoſile, as he 
bath. ſbe tun, ſeems to be f | the ſame mind, 2 Cor. 11.177: 
But I find nothing faid by him in relation to that Text, 
except in p. 30. of his Defence; and there he repreſents 
he Apoſtle's meaning 2 C. 1 1. 15. to be, that they who 
he ſpats'd a faction againſi bim at Corinth had not ſuch ſucceſs 
xs he had, becauſe they were ſo unlike to him in ſincerity in 
preaching the Goſpel. Which is not-applicable that 1 can 
ſee) to the confirmation of Mr. P.'s' foregoing words un- 
— 2 — #79, FO: EO de eee e 
In the next place, whether conſcious of having expreſs d 
t, umſelf darkly before, or for ſome other reaſon, he is will. 
"at ag to put a caſe of two Miniſtries, in ſome reſpects oppo- 
te to one another, as he tells me, I nom, 2 — 70 
ini 


hey the pretences of Epiſcopal and Diſſenting Mini Rers by 
ut, Wcceſs. And tis true, I remember his uſing that form of 


ords, but do not yet very well comprehend his meaning 
herein: unleſs he would as well condemn the Miniſtry 
N, Phat has the leſs ſucceſs; as juſtify that which has the 
greater, and maintain that where the- people are rebellious, 
prophet (in his phraſe ) muſt needs be a falſe one. For 
which of the two Miniſtries is preferable, ſuppoſing them 
doth duly Call'd, is certainly not the queſtion before us. 
Tis not in handling that queſtion, that we make ſuch 4 
whiy ir (as he calls it) about Ordination, or that I 
omplain of his ſetting it aſide. But let us ſee his caſe. 

* Let us then ſuppoſe ( ſaith he Def. p. 40.) there are rw 
elf. Nini ries, the one authoriz'd, and the other both irre- 


75 whether 
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whether this be net iii more like an Orator than a Diſpu 
tant, more like one, that would confound, than ane that, 
would inform men ynderſtandings. Bus (that I may ſpealic. 
to ine purpoſe, whatever he means) IT will ſuppoſe! hig, 
ta ask, Whether, putting che one Miniſtry to be authorize. 
by Chriſt, and the other not, Ibelieve that Chriſt may ing, 
terpoſe by his Spirit 30: give greater ſucceſs to that which, 
he hath not autfeniz d. than to that which he bath, In ang 
| {wer to which, Jideclare my ſigcere belief, that Chrilt, a 
_ Gilpenling his graces by the miniſttations of men, hath ref 
| gard to other things befides the Authority or Call of then. 
that Miniſkes; and that inclin'd þy/ thoſe ether reger. L 5 
eſpecially by his compaſſion fur well-meaning, cho' n 
ken, people, he may by his ſpitit in. the hearts of mei 
ive seally greater ſucceſa to ſome (or, perhaps, many) un 
authoriz d Miniſters, than to other, ſome (and, perhaps, mi 
ny) chat are authoriad by him; though they, or their peo f 
e, on other agcounts are nos ſo meet for his gracious ral 
3 garde. But, other reſpects being equal, I doubt not but th 

authoriz d Miniſters ate always the more ſucceſsful, at 
am certain, that they who chaſe unauthoriz d Minilten: 
knowingly and unneeceſſarily, or in diſreſpect to order 
appointments, have little reaſop to expect any ſolid ſpur 
tual benefit from them. And what I profeſs d to  believih... 
that Chriſt. may do (as thinking it not altogether 1wprob... 

ble) I would not be underſtood to believe with any greif 
aſſuranoe that he doe. Pra 
. But Mr. P. (ibid;) thinks it wotdronſly evident, that Int 

Tac of Goſpehadmniniſtrations is chiefly among the Diſh 
| ſenters, and that the little Religion: that is lift in the NM... 
1 ton it moſtly among them, natwithlending.the vaſt inequiff « 
lizy of their number. Hud the ſame ihing in effect, he ſay, 
in the next page, 46 believes is uiſibie 10 a men. I heail « 

ly wiſh ſuch we — boaltings of the adverſaries of av 

Gburch,. jofteadivf raiſing imwoderate paſſions, or prawp 
ing any of us to thoughts of reveripe, may. excite us, bo. 
Maniſters and People, to greater vere and diligence in d 
practical refuta tom of them. .. Yet no one can juſtly blan 
us for reſenting ſuch behaviour at che hand ef thoſe." 
141797 | indulg 
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fu zee en for defiti char proper precautions may be 
ee vt nec oo on ae 


W forward in theiripreſerciroamſtanves; to declare their 
= opimem of us. But g tO the fact which he chinla ſo 
evident, T am perſwaded that almoſt all men, that have 
iu Pn exteliſibe knowledge of che world; and arewile enough 
Tſho'fee through thoſe ap , that are apt te dedeide 
Ie vulgar, will agree, that it is not evident at all; and; 
that the number of ſueh asare truly religious; for any * 
that appears, may be, or rather in all probability is; 
greater im the Epiſcopal Communion, than among the Dif. 
enters {I fee no reaſon to think otherwiſe, than that, as 
e Diſſenting Miniſtry ſeem for want of a due Miſſion t6 
"Wave no title to ſuccels by Chriſt's promiſe, ſo in fact they 
tiave none but what may well proceed from other regards 
iP Divine Goodneſs, and that the true and proper ſuooeſs 
f Gofpel-adminiſtrations doth in fact chiefly attend the 
-\ piſcopal Miniſtry. I cannot be ſo confident, as Mr. P. 
Wi relation to theſe facts of fo difficult obſervation, but 
denk agreeably to the beſt and moſt impartial judgment 1 
an ma e of them. l Zatliz g. — 3 Eni 07 04-33 TERRI 467 
tor n ſucceſs, which is le- 
eto vulgar obſervation, I believe tis frequent for unau- 
Whortz'd' pretenders to the Miniſtry to have a greater de- 
ree of it, than many of thoſe, who are amhoriz'd ; both 
decauſe neither ſineetity of principle, nor uniformity of 
practice, comes within ſuch obſervation ; and becauſe” it 
ach been often found by experience, as that crafty and 
N leligning men can eaſily put on a form of godlineſs ſuffici- 
„nt to deceive the vulgar, ſo that many well-meaning, but 
bs nſtable, people, for want of being w/e unto that which 
: goon}, as well as imple concerning evil, are apt to be de- 
A Yuded and ſeduc'd by that form, and by their meaſure ot 
Pirtue and piety (unfeigned, ſo far as it goes) to add much 
. o the ſhew of ſanctity in the party. Beſides, where the 
ightful Miniſtry is provided for and favour d by the Laws 
pf the State, and they who ſeparate therefrom lie under 
" 4 ome civil diſadvantages, it is uſual for the generality of 
1 ge ech, as have really little or no religion at heart to profeſs 
us : themſelyes 
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themicives of the Gommunion of the {6 of 
blib's,, Miniſtry: while, of thaſe that. ſ uch 
dark veally for Canſcienoe fake ate g ſome of the 
mot religious art of people, and the reſt are Mont 40 bY 
the twore-caugjous in their con verſation, for fear of tha 
peculiar ſhame and diſgrace, which mult befall; them, 
while they :take:{o bold a ſtep as qhat f ſeparations vnde 
pretence of Ganſeience, they :thhv]e, manifeſtly diſprov 
their pretenos by the open wickedneſs. of Their ohe 
be avionr. Which things create a [Eat diſadvantage 1 
the Epiſcopal Miniſters here in Elaud when their: ſug 


8 eomes to be compard wich that of Diſſenting ones bi 


h-oacward: appearances as are of eaſy and vulgat ebler 
Veo. ct moge! 1 v teen : gift ou 2 
And ſo it commonly happens, that; they who ont of Cor 
ſeience, or pretence of Conleience, ſeparate from the body 
ol any Nation, and the Mode of Religion eſtabliſh d in 
whether their grounds be right or wrong, have the adya 
tsge in the obvious ſhew of Religious converſation - Ant 
hete among us the Quakers in eee they are fat 
theſt ſeparated, fo they are ſurpaſſing in this reſpect. Theii 
erreprs in doctrine indeed are groſs; and their practices ii 
conſequence thereof enormous: but for an obvious {hez 
of conſeientious living according to their profeſſion ant 
the rules of Chriſtian Morality as by them acknowledge 
taking them in general, I think they exceed all our othe 
Sets: or Parties. But whether the number of ſincere Be 
lievers in Chriſt doth proportionably exceed amongſt chen 
is a very different queſtion. And, however, I am apt u 
think Mr. P. will agree with me that their Miniſtry is un 
authoriz d by Chriſt. How the compariſon ſtands betwee! 
the Dillenting Miniſters in general, and the Epiſcopal* & 
with reference to that obvious appearance of {1 __ whicl 

I am ſpeaking of, I {hall leave others to judge. I believ: 
however, that the former have loſt ground in that reſpeqQ@car 
ſince the Toleration, and ſince their party have pleas: 
themſclves ſo much with the imagin d favour of the Grea 
And there is little cauſe to doubt, but that the more thq©tior 
Ditlenters ſhall taſte of worldly proſperity, the leſs wilYot 


& 


n 
ſſa be the general appearance of ſanctity in the body of them: 
becauſe they that are not really Conſciencious among them 
will more plainly ſhew themſelves, and more, than now 
Ido, will joyn with them out of other principles than that 
Jof Conſcience. Not to ſpeak of that effect, which the 
temptations of proſperity may have in corrupting the minds, 
dei as well as unguarding the outward conyerſation, of many 
of them. | 5 
= What follows next in Mr. P.'s Defence is his obſerya- 
iu tion, how I am forced, as he ſpeaks, to qualify my expreſ- 
bel fion with the word ſometimes; when I ſaid, that 27 ig not 
Ia all firange that God ſhould ſometimes give force and effi- 
cacy to his word and other means in themſelves proper, ibo 
ap b uſurpers of the Mini fury, eſpecially for the bene- 
an: of ſuch, as in the /implicity of their bearts miſtake thoſe 
u/urpers for lawful Miniflers, and would not otherwiſe ad. 
uM here Zo them. Where I us'd the word ſometimes in con- 
tradiſtinction to always, ſeeing no occaſion to put ten in 
the place; whether I might or not: eſpecially, ſince what 
ſeems ſtrange and unaccountable to vs 1s yet often fact in 
che free — of Divine Grace, as well as the other 
i branches of Providence. I have now, however, ſufficient- 
y declar'd my- ſelf upon this ſubject ; and therefore pro- 
ceed to what follows, which I ſhall ſer down in Mr. P. s 
own words. | 
* cannot but think (ſaith he Def. p. 4.1.) what 7 ſuggeſt- 
4 in the Sermon p. 21, 22. 1s conſiderable, T hat there it 
MW the more reaſon to argue the validity of a «Mimiſftry from 
© the ſucceſs of it, becauſe this is an argument from the 
e principal deſign and end of the Office. And, certainly, that 
« mnuſt be the beſt Miniſtry, and moſt fit to be choſen, that 
te beft anſwers the end of the inſtitution. But, certainly, 
to argue men's right to any office from their anſwering the 
ends of it in our judgment, without conſidering how they 
Neame into it, how popular and plauſible ſoever it 4 
Iſound, is very deluſive and pernicious reaſoning. It tends 
to the deſtruction of Peace and Order, and to the juſtifica- 
uon of any wicked means by good ends. And the validity 
of a Miniſtry with Mr. P. includes Right, and * 
| G rom 
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from Chriſt, or 4 real and true Call Del. P. 49. and take: 
off the blot of uſurpation; as is evident from his reaſon- 
ing all along. And to argue this validity from any ſuc- 
ceſs of an ordinary nature as by us obſervable, but eſpeciſÞ.;,, 
ally from ſuch as is of common obſervation, is what II 
charge with the evil tendency aforeſaid. I grant, however, app 
that that is the beſt Miniſtry, which beſt anſwers the endÞ};zz, 
of the inſtitution ; becauſe I am ſatisfied, that that is ne- Ie. 
ver beſt done by.a Miniſtry unauthoriz'd by Chriſt, be the 
appearances what they will. But that the common fort of 
Chriſtians, or indeed any mortals, are ſo capable of judging But 
from obſervation, what Miniſtry doth beſt anſwer the en- IIy 
tire end of the inſtitution, as that, without regard to theſ;nq 
ordinary Rule of Miſſion , they may ſafely collect fromfſleye 
thence, which is the beſt Miniſtry, and fitteſt to be cho-BWhci, 
ſen, is too unreaſonable, and of too dangerous conſequence, NOre 
ever to be granted, | Te NED 

But, / Chriſt has promis d to be with his eMimiſtersBpof; 
« alway to the end of the world; there can be no danger (1aihKMio 
Mr. P.) in ſuppoſing thoſe to be his Mini fters he 1s appareni-· oo 
4% moſt with. I ſuppoſe he means moſt with by his ſpi-· Noo 
Fit to give them ſucceſs. But of that, I ſay, we are notſhyh; 
ſo capable of judging by what we can obſerve of the ſuc-· ec 
cels, as that we may ſafely rely on a concluſion thence 7 
drawn, in the Choice of a Miniſtry, without reſpec to the Inu 
manner of it's Call. We are not firſt to look for the per- ,, 
formance of the promiſe, and thence infer who have a title, 
to it; but firſt we are to examine who have a title there- ;; 
to, and then we may ſafely depend on the performance off. 
it to them. And tho' it ſhould happen in never ſo many ;/ 
inſtances, that they who can bring no better proof of their Him 
Miniſtry, than their ſucceſs in an ordinary way, ſhould to 
us have the greater appearance of ſuch ſucceſs, I cannot BF 
think it would be therefore ſafe or lawful to chuſe ſuch a 
Miniſtry, or to judge it more approved by God, than an- 
other which hath a regular Million. And this, which I 
now ſay, I hold neceſſary to be maintain'd in love to truth 
and good order in the general; let the caſe ſtand how it 
will in the particular, as to the compariſon of ſucceſs be- 
tween 
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ei tween the Epiſcopal and Diſſenting Miniſtries in England: 
n. of which I ſhall ſay no more. OC the 
I had faid (Rem. p 13. ) that F the want of regular Or- 
dination may in ſome caſes be diſpens'd with, yet, without 
a due Call, i. e. ſome credible intimation of the will of God, 
appornting ſuch or ſuch perſons 10 act as bis Miniſters, net- 
ther ought they to preſume to act, or others to make uſe of 
Jem, as his «Miniſters. Upon which, Mr. P. obſerves Def. 
p. 41, 42. that 7 ſuppoſe there may be a due Call, that is, 
otomie credible intimation &c. without a regular Ordination. 
ng But here he is a little too haſty. For my words imply on- 
ny a notional difference between a regular Ordination, 
he and a due Call, but not an actual ſeparability. But, how- 
MBtver, I very readily own, that God may, if he pleaſes, ſuf- 
10-Wiciently intimate his will in this reſpect without regular 
ce, FOrdination, vis. in a miraculous way. Whether any poſ- 

ble neceſſity can ſupply the place of miracles to this pur- 
TiSpoſe, I ſhall not now determine. But when I make a que- 
tion of that, by Regular Ordination, I mean that which is 
good and valid according to the ordinary Rule: it being 
Pi- oo manifeſt to be made any queſtion of, that that on 
1otUEwhich the validity doth not depend in ordinary cafes, may 
uc-We diſpens'd with in ſuch as are extraordinary. 
cy The next words of Mr. P. Def. p. 4.2. ſurprize me very 
he nuch. They are theſe, © Aud F it be ſo, I cannot imagine 
er. what he has to objef? againſi me, who ſuppoſe there 15 
ile Care] af the other intimations of the will of God, beſide 
re. that of a regular Ordination; that is, J ſuppoſe, the only 
of ' thing wanting to be the Scripture rite, while the eſſence 
NY WF of Ordination is retain d. By this, if I can underſtand 
Ell im, he muſt mean, that when he argues the validity of 
2 Miniſtry from ſucceſs, he ſuppoſes a ſolemn ſeparation 
F perſons to the ſacred Office, done with Prayer, and by 
erſons who have authority for it (which things he makes 
o be of the eſſence of Ordination Def. p. 20.) And by the 
dcripture Rite wanting, I judge he means Vinpoſition of 
bands, by what he ſays Def. p. 21, 22. Now, if this were 
ndeed his meaning, and he would more expreſsly own, 


be- Nhat ſucceſs is not to be apply'd to the Juſtification of 
cen | G 2 | any 
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any Miniſtry, but what hath the aforeſaid Eſſentials of Or-. Me 
dination, I would have no further controverſy with hint c 
on this ſubject, but leave the queſtion of the abſolute ne. Ing 
ceſſity of the /mpo/ition of bands to be handled by others. va 
But, if this be his meaning, how it can be reconcil'd withShi: 
the other declarations of his intention, with the manifeſtiing 
tendency of all his arguments, and with the Conclufionsþ 
themſelves, as by him expreſs d, is paſt my comprehenfion. 


SECT. IX. 


In the next place, Mr. P. quotes a paſſage from me, y 
wherein J argue, that ſucceſs (i. e. ſuch ſucceſs as amountiſſee 
to the forming Chriſt in men, or the working in them any 
entire regeneration ) ui not ſerve as a Rule, whereby ts 
judge of men's pretences to a due Call, becauſe it is neither 
diſcernible in itſelf, nor by any ordinary tokens to be cer. 
tainly collected by mortal men. | 

To this argument he anſwers firſt (Def. p. 42, 43.) 7 hatpar 
Fit prove any thing, it proves too much; becauſe it quilt 
over throws the Apoſtle's argument, even according io my own 
account Fit. By which he explains himſelf to mean, that 
by my own interpretation of 2 Cor. 3. 3. I allow the Apo. rer 
{tle to repreſent the Corinthians as an Epiſtle of Chriſt toſlis 
other men in his behalf, on account of a change of hear are 
by the help of miracles wrought in them, and ſignified byſma 
the writing in rhe hearts of men; which they could not ſhe 
be, if there could be no knowledge of the hearts of others ma 
ſufficient to be depended upon. This I take to be the fullſ cer 
effect of his argument. To which I reply 1. That I did noi iy 
by my interpretation determine the writing on the hearty pr 
of men, to be underſtood of the hearts of the Corinthians; thi 
and as I left it doubtful at firſt, ſo now I conceive, I have th: 
made it probable that it ought not to be fo underſtood 1y 
But, however, 2. I allow that there was a change of hear Cc 
or mind in the Corinthians ſufficiently manifeſt to the 28 
world, and that change refer'd to by the Apoſtle, tho noiſl fin 
by it ſelf made the principal ſtreſs of his argument. But] ſu 


then I never ſaid, that no change in the hearts of men can} du 
be 
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Or. Je manifeſt to others by ordinary means, but only that ſuch 
him change cannot, as is requiſite to the ſucceſs we are ſpeak- 
ne. Ing of. It had been very abſurd to doubt, whether there 
ers. vas not 2 great change wrought in the hearts of the Corin- 
vithMhian Profeſſors; but whether that amounted to the form- 
ifeſtſog Chriſt in them, or to a true regeneration, could not 
onsÞþe ſo certain to the world by any ordinary means; nor is 
ion. It probable, that that was conſider d by the all men (of 
hom the Apoſtle ſpeaks v. 2.) by whom the Epiſtle of 
hriſt he ſpeaks of was 4nown and read. 

Mr. P. to my argument aforeſaid anſwers ſecondly (Def. 
). 43.) That 7 am miſtaken in ſuppoſing, as, he lays, I 
ſeem to do, that in matters of moment we are not 10 go up- 
mn any thing leſs than abſolute certainty. But, indeed, I do 
not ſuppoſe that; but only, that that whereby we are to 
udge of men's pretenſions to the Miniſtry ought to be 
Jomewhat, whereof we may ordinarily have what we com- 
monly call Certarnzy, i. e. moral certainty or rational aſſu- 
dance; and that it ought not to be any thing, which by 
its own general nature is remov'd from our obſervation, 
ſo that we can rarely or never have a full rational aſſu- 
rance of it by any ordinary means: of which kind is that 
{renovation of the inward man in our Neighbours, which 
is included in the ſucceſs we are ſpeaking of. I know we 
are often forc'd to go upon leſs than abſolute certainty in 
matters of moment : but yet it cannot be ſuppos'd, that that 
ſhould be given us to judge and guide our ſteps by in ſuch 
matters, which is 1t-ſelf, at leaſt generally ſpeaking, undiſ- 
cernible. And there is a great deal the more need of certain- 
iy in the caſe in hand, becauſe this mark of ſucceſs is to 
prove a Miniſtry own'd and authoriz d by Chriſt (as I 
think, I muſt underſtand Mr. P.) without any regard to 
the ordinary way of admiſſion to the Office, or conſequent- 
Ily to the ſecurity thereby provided againſt Intruders and 
Confuſion. I cannot but hope that Mr. P. himſelf will 
agree that the certainty, I ſpeak of, is neceſſary in this caſe, 
not lince he ſeems to own it p. 41. where he ſays that ordinary 
zul ſucceſs, where bis clear and plain is ſufficient to prove a 
au due Call according to my definition. The only "_ 
be then 
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then upon our preſent argument will be, whether the ſug be 
ceſs we ſpeak of can ordinarily be certain, or, in his phraſF'< © 
clear and plain, to human obſervers. BY} 
For the furer deciſion of which, it may be proper tif 
conſider a little more particularly than we have yet don 
what is included in that ſucceſs we ſpeak of. Mr. P. to r 
move a miſunderſtanding, was pleas d to expreſs it by 
forming Chrift in men &c. which I interpreted (and tha 
rightly, as he hath now acknowledg'd ) to be h making 
them true and ſincere Chriſtians &c. I deſire now it may 
be further confider'd what a true and ſincere Chriſtian h 
And he will be found to be one, rhat not only believes 1 
Goſpel of Chrif# with his under anding, and hath his heart 
influenc'd thereby in ſome meaſure, but by the co operation 
of the H. Spirit with his faith is become entirely devote. 
in heart to the obedience of Goa, ſo as effeftually to prefe 
his ſervice before all the things of this world, without a re 
ſerve for any one beloved ſin. That this entire devotion of 
heart to God's ſervice (which yet may conſiſt with ſome 
{ins of 1gnorance or inadvertency, but no other ) that this 
death unto ſin, and new birth unto righteouſneſs, this real 
inward regeneration, this birth of God, by means where. 
of a man neither doth ſin, nor can ſin, wiltully, doth, as o 
neceſſity belong to the character of a true and ſincere Chri- 
ſtian (and therefore is included in the ſucceſs we ſpeak of) 
might eaſily be prov'd by many places of Scripture. But | 
ſuppoſe it will not be diſputed, and therefore, without ft 
more delay, - 

I come now to conſider Mr. P.'s third anſwer, or the 
third branch of his anſwer, to my argument from the un- 
diſcernibleneſs of the ſucceſs we are ſpeaking of. And here 
he ſays (ibid.) that % Scripture all along ſuppoſes that men 
do by their outward behaviour aiſcover the inward diſpoſition t 
of therr hearts. And I grant they do in ſome meaſure. But 
doth the ſcripture ſuppoſe, that men do ordinarily by their 
outward behaviour diſcover their hearts to the bottom; 
ſo that if there be any one unmortified luſt, or any the leaſt 
defect of requiſite integrity, left therein, others may plain- i 
ly and clearly fee it > This, ſure, will not be * K 


* 


| | L 
he wickedneſs indeed of too many is ſo notorious, that 
Je cannot but, and therefore we ſafely may, judge, that 
eir hearts are not entire with God: but to get a rational 
urance of any others, that their heart is ſo, is another 
Wind of buſineſs, and what we cannot attempt without be- 
ag more ſtrict examiners of other men's actions, and pry- 
rs into their ſecrets, than we are allow'd to be, or, indeed, 
an human ſociety will bear. And let any man experi- 
nc'd in the buſineſs of religious felf-examination but re- 
ect, either how uncercain he is of the Chriſtian integrity 
If his own heart, or with how much difficulty he hath ar- 
iv dat a certainty thereof; and, I dare ſay, he will de- 
Pair of ever ſurmounting the far greater difficulty ( in all 
Irdinary caſes at leaſt) with reſpect to the hearts of other 
en, and fee not only the vanity, but the fin alſo, of at- 


ole 1 a a 
efelkmpting it; in regard that it would make him a very ex- 
re ſſive buſy body in other men's matters, as well as give 


Wim a great deal of trouble, with little or no proſpect of 
cceſs. Doubtleſs, we are to hope well, and, in ſome. 
Heaſure, to believe well, of all thoſe. whoſe converſation, 
s far as to us manifeſt, is Chriſtian-like, and to treat them 
Kccordingly : but for any certain diſcovery of the Chriſtian 
$ ofitegrity of their hearts, we are to leave that to the trial 
hri- the laſt day, as being at preſent both out of our reach, 
of "4 not fit to be reacht at by us. 
it The ſhort of what I allow, and what I deny, in this 
out leſpect is, as follows. I allow x, That wicked men do of- 
n by their outward behaviour give others a moral cer- 
the inty of their want of Chriſtian integrity, i. e. of that en- 
un- Ire devotion of heart to God's ſervice thro' faith in Chriſt, 
ere FThich I before more at large deſcrib'd. I allow 2. That 
en Den often by their outward behaviour give others a moral 
ion lertainty of ſome degree or meaſure of goodneſs in their 
But (carts , in ſuch ſenſe as is common, and wherein there 
ay be ſome degree or meaſure of goodneſs, without the 
hriſtian integrity aforeſaid. I allow 3. That men may 
y good outward behaviour, .uniform and conſtant, give 
thers ſufficient ground, not of hope only, but of proba- 
le belief, that their hearts are entire with God. How com- 
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monly this is done; I ſay not. But I deny 4. That x 
can have, by any ordinary means and in ordinary caſes 
taoral certainty of the Chriſtian integrity of other men i 
the ſenſe aforeſaid. And if ſuch certainty can't be con 
at, I think it is manifeſt, that ſuch ſucceſs, as ſuppoſes thi 
ſaid Chriſtian integrity wrought in men, cannot ſuffice 
a Rule or mark, whereby to judge of men's pretenſions 0 
the Miniſtry, without regard to Ordination. | 
Let us ſee now whether the paſſages of Scripture quote 
by Mr. P. on this occaſion (Def. p. 43, 44- ) fairly inte 
preted prove any more than 1 have allow'd.  * 

And firſt he alledges Matt. 12.33, 35. There ſeems tt 
be ſome art in omitting. v. 34. I ſhall fer down all three 
V. 33. Zher make the tree good; aud bis fruit good ar el 
mae the tree corrupt, and his fruit corrupt: for the tree i 
known by his fruit. V. 34. O generation of Vipers, bow ca 
je being evil; ſpeak good things For out of the abundant 
of the heart the mouth ſpeaketh. V. 35. A good man out . 
the good treaſure of the heart, bringeth forth good things 
and an evil man out of the evil treaſure, bringeth forth cl 
things. They are words of our Saviour to the Phariſce: 
about the meaning and drift of the former part of whic 
Commentators pretty much differ. The moſt probable in 
terpretation of the whole to me is this. V. 33. Either tak 
care to be really and inwardly, as well as outwardly good 
or elſe, do not by an outward ſhew of goodneſs go abou 
to impoſe upon people, who can judge of men no other 
wiſe than by their outward behaviour, V. 34. O wicke 
and deceitful generation, how can ye, ſo evil as ye real 
are, frame your- ſelves to ſpeak good things, as ye frequent 
ly do? 'Tis natural for men to utter ſuch things, as thei 
hearts are moſt full of. V. 35. And ſo good men are wont t 


ſpeak good things, and evil men evil things, each ſort a 


greeably to what abounds in their heart. Whether this in 
terpretation be right throughout or not, I know none mor 
probable; much leſs ſuch an one, as will infer, that it ma) 
be certainly and ordinarily known by a man's good ou 
ward behaviour, that his heart is entirely Chriſtian. I ſuf 


poſe Mr. P. would hardly conclude from hence, * | 
that 


191 
tat whoever ſpeaks things materially good, or that who- 
es ever abounds in ſuch ſpeeches, may, with moral certainty, 
e judg d entirely good, or good in the degree requilite to 
hriſtian integrity. And then I ſee not how our Saviour's 
vords can with any colour be drawn to oppoſe what 1 
maintaln, | ; | L 
To proceed. The moſt that can be gather'd from Fa. 2. 
18. (7 will fhew thee my faith by my works ) is, that a man 
Snay by his works ſhew that he hath faith, and a faith that 
nlluenceth his heart. But whether the heart be ſuffict- 
Ently inflaene d by it is ſtill another queſtion. _.- c 
When St. Pan ſeat 7 imothy 1 T heſſ. 3. 5. to know the 
Fai; of the 7 beam, we are in reaſon to underſtand 
10 more thereby, than that he-ſent him to ſee, whether 
hey continued ſtedfaſt in the profeſſion of the true faith, 
caind in behaviour fuitable thereto. And in like manner 
re we to underſtand the good tidings of therr faith and cha- 
Wy, which Timothy brought back, v. 6. And when the 
\poſtle ſays of the ſame 7 he//alontans 1. Ep. to them c. r. 
eu. 3. that in every place their faith to Goaward was ſpread 
broad, it were very unreaſonable to underſtand thereby, 
Hat it was certainly known every where, that their hearts 
ere entire with God through faith. Nor is there any 
round to ſuppoſe, that when St. Paul Philem. g. ſpeaks of 
is having heard of Philemon s love and faith, which he had 
ward the Lord Jeſus and toward all ſaints, he means, 
at he heard from ſuch as certainly knew, that his faith 
id love aforeſaid had all the perfection requiſite. 
Nor doth the certainty which I require, or rather the 
attainableneſs that I hold of the certainty that were re- 
iſite in the preſent caſe, make void ſuch directions as 
at 2 Tim. 2. 22. of following peace with them that call 
| the Lord out of a pure heart. Becauſe the judgment of 
arity, or any probability of the purity of other men's 
Warts may ſuthce to ſome purpoſes, and yet not to other. 
Ind fo tho' I am bound to follow after peace and commu- 
lon with all thoſe, that; as far as appears, are Chriſtians 
Ire in heart; without being certain that they are ſo; it 
ill not follow that I may ſafely build my choice of a — 
H niſtry 


I build. | 


* 
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niſtry to fit under, upon the ſuppos d purity of other men 
hearts, or upon any other ground, without regard to Or- 
dination, before I am very ſure of the ground upon which 


ft EX 


to Timothy and Titus ( which Mr. P. alſo urges ) abou 
the qualifications of perions to be ordain'd ; as, that zhey 
fhould be Faithful men, that they ſhould hold the myſtery « 
the faith in a pure conſcience, and ſince the obligation up 
on Ordainers is certainly no more, than to take care, that 
the Ordained, as near as they can judge, be ſo qualified 
And whereas Mr. P. asks, , bat other certainty the Or 
dainors can go upon in judging of theſe things, than what 
the ue may in judging of ſucceſs : I anſwer 1. That the 
Ordainers are to be ſuppos d far better judges of the linc: 
rity and integrity of men's hearts, than the common for: 
of people, and therefore may have greater certainty of th 
ualifications aforeſaid, than the people can have of th: 
uccefs we are ſpeaking of: eſpecially ſince tis the buſineſ 
of Ordainers to make a more particular and exact enquir 
into the qualifications of thoſe to be Ordained, than it be 
longs to private Chriſtians to make into the hearts or cor 
verſations of their neighbours. And yet 2. Foraſmuc 
as every deficiency in the qualifications deſcrib'd doth nc 
null the Miniſtry, as doth the want of a due Call, there! 
more need of certainty as to that ( ſucceſs, ſuppoſe ) ot 
which the proof of the Call is to depend, than as to tht 
qualifications requir'd. Beſides 3. When men venture o 
of the ordinary way, and forſake the guidance of the g 
neral Rule, as, I ſuppoſe, it will be confeſs'd, they. do 
who judge of and chuſe Miniſtries by ſucceſs without re 
gard to Ordination, they ought to be very ſure of 
mark by which they guide their ſteps in ſo doing: becaul 
they have deveſted themſelves of the great ſecurity of ha- 
ing ated in ſubmiſſion to common Rule and Order. Where 
as they who having authority ordain perſons, that as we 
as they can judge are duly qualified, but who perhaps m 
have ſome inward and latent deficiency (v. g. as to tl 
purity of their conſcience) run no other hazard than wb 


And as to the Ze ( which by St. Paul, in his Epiſtles 
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by common Rule and Order they are bound to run, and 


Vvichout which they cannot Ordain at all. | 


For a fourth and laſt anſwer to my argument from the 
undiſcernibleneſs of Chriſt form'd in men, or of their real 
inward regeneration, Mr. P. ſays (Def. p. 44.) that he can 
never believe, that in thoſe congregations, where there are 
ſuch outward appearauces, as the Scripiure airects us to 
judge by , i. e. where the Chriftian virtues appear mofi 
exemplified in the whole converſation, there may be as feu 
perſons therein endued with real and ſubſtantial bolineſs, as 
in others, where: there are not the hike. But whether he 
will believe it or not, the thing is certain, that in ſuch 
Congregations, . where the Chriſtian virtues appear exem- 
plied in the whole open converſation of more perſons, 
than in ſome others, there may yet be as few endued with 
real and ſubſtantial holineſs, as in thoſe others. The rea- 
ſon is manifeſt, vis. Becauſe the regularity of open con- 
verſation may or may not proceed from a right and ſuffici- 
ent Chriſtian principle, may or may not be accompanied 
with the Chriſtian integrity of heart before deſcribd, or 
with a ſuitable regularity in that part of the behaviour, 
which is more retit d from, or diſguizable to, human obſer- 
vation: and therefore an advantage in the outward appear- 
ances (even upon. the whole of the open converſation ) 
doth not infer an advantage likewiſe in the in ward reality 
of Chriſtian vertues. | 

If indeed to ſuch as are the beſt judges, and who are 
particularly well acquainted with ſeveral Congregations, 
there do * to be many more inſtances of the uniform 
practice of Chriſtian virtues throughout the obſervable con- 
verſation in one than in another, it may be probable, tho 
not certain, that in the ſame there are likewiſe more per- 
ſons endu d with that real and ſubſtantial holineſs, which 
is requiſite in every true Chriſtian. But for the common 
ſort, tho' they can judge well _—_ of their Neighbours 
behaviour in ſome reſpects, and eaſily diſcern ſome kind 
of faults, they are ſo eaſily kept in the dark as to ſome 
others, and tis ſo much out of their ſphere to judge upon 
the whole converſation of _ Neighbours, that there 1s 

2 no 
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no ſtreſs at all to be laid upon their opinions, that ſuch or 
ſuch are perſons 2 or that there are more 
of them in this Congregation than in 
them upon forming ſueh kind of jt and making 

- the proper ablervations in ordet thereto (without which it 
were abſurd to put them upon judging) is to do them, as 
well as ſociety in general, a great deal of wrong: as tis to 
teach them to be buſy · bodies, to divert them from theit 
proper buſineſs, and particu; 
own ſouls, very much to — their beooming cenſo- 
rious Phariſees, or ſhameleſs Pub 


an in that. And to put 


from the due care of their ſc 


icans, and either way to Ile 


make them ſelf· conceited and untractable. For the truth ſbſe 


of this I appeal to all that know mankind. - And particu- 
larly Tappeal to all experienced” Paſtors; whether they do 
not find it neceſſary to call people off from being curious 


obſervers of other men's lives, inſtead of prompting them Is 0 


to it in order to make à judgment of their piritual ſtate. 
And now what Mr. P. is pleas'd to call a cavil, I hope, 
n to be a good argument, againſt the mak- 
ing. that ſueceſs which is 2% forming Chrif® in men, a 
Rule or mark whereby to judge ſafely of pretenſions to the 
Miniſtry, wichout regard to Ordination, and much more 
againſt 17s being (as he pretends it is) a Rule level to the 
loweſt. capacity : v.. ' Becauſe Chriſt form'd in men im- 
ports [ſomething not to be difcern'd with certainty ſuffi- 
cient for ſuch a purpoſe. Hob m 
But to judge of a Miniſtry by ſucceſs, we muſt not only 
be able to know that Chriſt is form'd in ſuch or {ſuch 
men, but ' alſo whether by the means of this or that Mi- 
niſtry. And therefore I urg'd further (Rem. p. 14.) 
that if we could diſcern when' Chriſt is form in men, yet 
were it 1mpoſſible to know, in any ordinary way, and with 
an certainiy, that that work is wrought by ſuch or ſuch a 
Miniſtry, as imſlrumental under God, and not by ſome other 
method of Divine Grace; unkſs we may be otherwiſe aſ- 
ſur ad, that the ſaid Miniſtry is of God, i. e. call d by him, and 
ſo entitled to his bleſſing and concurrence. | 1 
0 
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2 Toithis, after calling it another caui (language, which 
value not when ſo wiſapplied) he ſays Def. p. 44. be 
eat imagine, I can baue any other ground for this 4/[ere 
un thay Ibis; that God never concurs with any Mini ry, 
ut what it call d by bim, and ſo entitled to bis bleſſing and 
meurrence. Whereas I verily thought he could eaſily 
zwe imagin d, not only that I went upon ſome other 
round, but what that was; and did not in the leaſt ſuſpect 
would have an that I went upon the ground, 
hich he aſſigns; Which ſo 3 nga re what. I 
lerted and argued from but a leaf before, and plainly ſup» 
ſe again ſoon afterwards. It were fairer to repreſent 
y aflextions as wholly graundleſs, than as ſo inconliſtent- 
lo founded, aud then to exſpatiate aud divert — 
us ere) in expoling the inconſiſtency, which nothing but 
ms own unreaſonable ſuppoſition hath introduc cCG. 
». 7 did not doubt but any Divine (at leaſt) would readily 
e, Ne ſuppos d, that my aſſertion under pre ſent conſidera- 
k-. Won was grounded (whether he thought it well grounded 
a not) on the imperceptibility of the ſpecial concurrence 
ne the H. Ghoſt with the means us d; to which concur- 
re Ince the work of our ſanctification is to be attributed. By 
he aſon of which imperceptibility, tho' on the ſcore of the 
n- vine fidelity we may be ſure of having that concurrence 
H- ere tis promis d, we cannot be ſure we have it with 
Ny particular means, unleſs we are otherwiſe aſſur d of a 
omiſe belonging to them: and ſo (to make the eaſy ap- 
cation ) we cannot be ſure we have it with the miniſtra- 
ns of ſuch or ſuch men, unleſs we may be otherwiſe aſ⸗ 
d that they are duly call d to the Miniſtry, and thereby 
titled to God's blefling and concurrence. Nor, when men 


) ure by the effect chat they have recetv'd the ſpecial in- 
et ences of the ſanctifying Spirit, can they ordinarily be 
th Je in concurrence with what means chiefly they receiv'd 
4 m, without the (at leaſt) aſſiſting evidence of a pro- 
er We belonging to ſuch and ſuch means. T7 be uind blow- 
j W where it :Feth (ſaith our Saviour to NVicodemnas Jo. 
ud ) and thou heareſt the ſound thereof, but canſi not tell 


ence it cometh, nor whither it goeth: ſo is every one that 
7s 
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rs born of the ſpirit. Which words are very generally ui 
derſtood to teach us, that the regenerating operations 
the Holy Ghoſt within us are imperceptible, and und 
{cernible but by the effects. And however, that they orc 
narily are fo, is, I conceive, ſufficiently atteſted by exp 
Bat Mr. P. (who ſeems to have had a notion of my tn 
ground, tho” willing to ſport himſelf with an imagina 
one) ſays Def. p. 45. that a man hog: be ſenſible by whih 
means he was made ſeriouſly to mind religion, and what Mr 
that God makesuſe of | T ſuppoſe, he means, makes effethy..: 
al] to direct and encourage him in it. And the truth 
that good Chriſtians; or they who think themſelves ſach, 
often apt to fancy, they know very well, by reflection 
what they have inwardly felt, by what particular mei 
chiefly they were brought to a religious frame and temę 
of mind. But this happens generally, either from their n 
diſtinguiſhing. between what is ſenſible, and what is ll 
ſenſible, in the work of regeneration or true converſi 
or from their too haſtily ſuppoſing (what they cannot 
dinarily be ſure of) that when the immediate ſenſible the 
fect is greateſt, the laſting inſenſible one is fo too. pu 
immediate ſenſible effects are ſuch affections, purpoſes 2 
reſolutions excited in us, as are really or ſeemingly, co 
pleatly or partially, good, and thoſe, perhaps, preſen 
follow d by ſome ſuitable works. Which effects — 
may be wrought by the natural efficacy of the means, wii 
out any ſpecial interpoſition of Chriſt by his Spirit. I 
grand and laſting, but in 1t-ſelf inſenſible or unperceivat 
effect, is a fundamental change in the habits and diſpoſſi az: 
ons of the Soul, wounding and mortifying fin at the vp. 
root, and diſlodging it from it's inmoſt faſtneſſes. A 
this is the peculiar work of the H. Spirit within us. 
a myſterious as well as great work it is; and therefore 
preſented in Scripture by thoſe myſtical expreſſions, 0! 
new birth or regeneration, a birth of God, a new creatil 
a forming of Chriſt in us, a dying unto fin and riſing 
righteouſneſs, &c. 
Now, doubtleſs, this work is ordinarily done by the a 
curte 
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urrence of the H. Spirit with the appointed means, among 
hich are the miniſtrations of men duly call'd to Mini- 
ter in holy things: becauſe God would not have appoint- 
d ſuch and ſuch means to be us d by all, if the H. Spirit 
ere ordinarily to do the work without them; nor can we 
Woubt but his bleſſing always goes along with his own ap- 
dointments, when rightly us d. But as the operation of 
Ine Spirit in carrying on this work is in it-ſelf (at leaſt, 

ordinarily) imperceptible, and the work when done is not 
now to be fo, but by the fruits of time, upon various 
Wryals, and much ſelf. obſervation; ſo to conclude for cer- 
ain that the H. Spirit makes the chief advances in it con- 
urrently with thoſe means, which produce the greateſt 
ſenſible effects, is unwarrantable : becauſe there is no ne- 
eſſity either by nature or inſtitution, that the inſenſible ef- 
fect ſhould be proportional to the ſenſible, the fundamental 
-"Wchange to the Gold ; and becauſe experience hath of- 
unten prov'd, that when the immediate ſenſible effects are 
Weorcateſt, there may be nothing done but what is ſuperfi- 
al and tranſient. As when a man is mightily affected 
ot with a Sermon for the preſent, and never the better for it 
Ihe next day, or abounds in ( ſeemingly ) pious affections, 
i purpoſes and reſolutions, in ſickneſs, and yet returns as 
s ſpeedily to his ſins as to his health. 

When therefore others pretend to tell us with what 
means chiefly the H. Ghoſt concurr'd in working their con- 
yerſion (as Mr. P. ſays ibid. Chriſtians themſelves are here 
the moFt competent judges, and we can have no other cer- 
tainty of this , than from what they declare themſelves ) 
we cannot ordinarily be ſure, that they are not miſtaken 
POIY:s to that, ſuppoling them to be really converted; beſides 
© chat they may be, for ought we certainly know, unconvert- 

ed ſtill, and then to be ſure no competent judges of the 
matter. And when a great deal is attributed to a Miniſtry, 
not otherwiſe appearing to be duly call'd, or conſequently 
entitled to a bleſſing, we have the leſs reaſon to be confi- 
ali dent, that there is no errour or ſelf deluſion in the caſe ; 
ing a caſe, wherein men are ſo obnoxious to it. 


Twas no miſtake therefore, I conceive, when 1 ſaid, 
*. that 
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that the wiſeft'of uninſpir'd mortals are not tent junbet 
(i. e. are e to judge ——— or the 
purpoſe in hand) of tbe real inward ſucceſs of any Mini 
fry, much leſs the ordinary ſort of Chriflians. And yet 
altow what Mr. _ too 10 p. 48. ys 'Chri 
ſtians are competent judges of the inward ſucceſs; fo fur a 
there is — He bhes judging of it: becauſe I main 
rain, that they have no occafion or' warrant to judge of it, fi 
far as it were needful, if the pretenſions of Miniſtries were 
to be determin'd by it, without reſpect to Ordination: | | 
Why Mr. P.'s Rule of ſueceſs (as I have hitherto un. 


derſtood the ſueceſs it goes upon) muſt be level to the ea. 
pacnies of all, or elſe (as Mr. P. argues ibid.) that would 
not hold, which St. Peter ſuppoſes 1 Ep. c. 2. v. 15. and 


c. 3. v. 16. 1 cannot ſee. For, certainly, a conſtant courſe 
of ue / Ldoinę, or diligent care to keep à good Cunſcienct, 
muſt be the beſt way 1 put 10 ſilenoe the g norance of fool 
zſd men, and to make them aſbam d, who ſpeak evil of nt, 
as evil doers, and falſly accuſe our good converſation in Chriſt 
whether it prove to other men, and that with moral cer: 
tainty, that our Chriſtian-like converſation is rightly and 
{ufficiently radicated or not. RI EL £ 
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I proceed therefore to conſider, whether the next paſ 
ſage in my Remarks, which ſeems to have given Mr. 7 
great offence, be not, however, ſtrictly juſtifiable. 
My words are theſe, 7 hope Mr. P. after having told us, 
ont je declar à purpoſe to obviate miſtakes, that the ſucceſs 
he argues from ts the forming Chriſt in men, will not after 
all come and ſay, that be meant no more by it, than the 
bringing their out ward converſation to a Chriſtian-like form: 
tho Þ ſee ſeveral indications of an unſetiledneſs in his nott- 
ons about this matter. Mr. P. in tranſcribing this paſſage 
from me omits the word, out ward. However, he immedi- 
ately exclaims ibid. And is this the rational and moral con- 
duct of the man, who is ſuch a ſcvere and watchful cenſu- 
rer of mine > To which I anſwer with aſſuring him, that 

"(was 
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tas the conduct of a man, who was as watchful over his 
Jon Pen, as what flow'd from his Adverſary's, and took 
no more care about any thing, than that his cenſures might 
not be more ſevere than juſt. So that ſhould he prove mi- 
Ef {taken after all in any of them (as he pretends not to be 
J infallible) be will have the teſtimony of his Conſcience, that 
in it was without any baſe, malicious, or diſhoneF intention. 
And what Mr. P. charges of that kind I know and declare 
to be falſe: nor do I fear that the Reader will ſee any rea- 
{on to disbelieve me. | 
But let us ſee how he manages his accuſation. © Let any 
= © one (ſays he ibid.) © peruſe the whole Sermon, and ſee whe- 
« ther be can find the lea ſyllable to incline him to think I 
«intended perſons ſhould any otherwiſe judge than by the 
converſation. But what doth he mean by this ? Did I ever 
repreſent him as intending, perſons ſhould any otherwiſe 
judge of the ſucceſs of the Miniſtry, than by the converſa- 
tion of the people? It was never in my inclination, never 
„in my thought fo to do. If the long paſſage he quotes from 
his Sermon upon this occaſion (Def. p. 46, 40, 48.) be 
only to clear this to be his meaning ( as I know not what 
elſe he can deſign by it) he might as well have ſpar'd the 
trouble of tranſcribing it: for that is what I never offer'd 
to call in queſtion. And yet all his charge of malice, baſe- 
neſs, and I don't know what, goes upon the ſuppoſition, 
pal. that I would fix another meaning upon him in the paſſage 
P.] laſt quoted of my Remarks. Doth he really know no dif- 
ference between ſuag ing of ſucceſs by the converſation, and, 
, placing it in uo more than bringing the outward converſation 
%% a Chriſtian-hike form? And what I expreſs'd my hope of 
ger was, that he would not after all ſay he meant the latter: 
hand 1 expreſs'd it in as plain terms as was poſſible. If he 
n: cannot, or will not, the Reader, I hope, can and will di- 
0ti-· ¶ ſtinguiſh between judging of ſucceſs by a thing, and placing 
age it in it. 17 
5 Were there occaſion, I would tranſcribe the ſame paſſage 
on- from his Sermon, that he has done, or part of it, to ſhew 
u: that he could not conſiſtently mean, what I ſaid I hopd 
hat he would not pretend he did. But there is * 
Was I Tis 
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'Tis manifeſt, that the forming Chriſt in men (which, he 
ſtands to, is the ſucceſs he argued from) is more than the 
bringing their outward converſation to a Chriſtian- like 
form; and he has ſufficiently own'd that he meant more 


by it, even the _ them true and ſincere Chriſtians, 


Nay, he ſuppoſes it and allows it in this very place, where 
he ſo 2 buſes me for hoping he would not deny it. Aﬀeer 
his lang Quotation from his Sermon before hinted at, he 
ſubjoyns (Def. p. 48. ) © And now can any one who reads 
* this make any doubt, whether I deſign'd Chriſtians ſhould 
« zudge of the ſucceſs of 4 Miniſtry by the change of the 
é heart, any otherwiſe than as that change diſcover d it-ſelf 
ce 7 it's fruits in the life and converſation ? And can any 
one, uy I, that reads this, make any doubt, but that the 
ſucceſs he ſpeaks of imports a change of heart, and therefore 
is more than rectifying the outward converſation? And a 
little lower he repeats his acknowledgment, that the fuc- 
ceſs he argues from is the forming Chriſt in men, and only 
denies giving the leaf? hint of his intending any other way 
of judging, whether Cbri fi be form'd in them or not, than 
by what appears in the converſation : when I never ſaid or 


ſuppos'd he did give any ſuch hint; nor hath he produc'd: 


any words of mine, that look like ſo ſaying or ſuppoſing, 
Scarce ever did I ſee any thing more abſurd than his con- 
duct upon this occaſion. It looks as if he had penn'd, with. 
out any thought, juſt what a cauſeleſs impotent paſſion 
dictated. He may well excuſe this plainneſs of ſpeech, it 
he will conſider, what an ugly imputation he here lays up- 
on me, and (as his pleaſure is) my friends without any juſt 
provocation. 


But I muſt not forget, that whereas I faid I ſaw ſeveral 


indications of an unſettleaneſs in his notions about this mai. 
ter (i. e. about the nature of the ſucceſs he argues from) 
he now ( ibid. ) defies me and my friends to produce them, 


And knowing of no obligation upon any of my friends to 


do it for me, I, who likewiſe beſt know what I had in my 
view, muſt undertake it my-ſelf, 

His uncouth way of explaining this matter, where his 
buſineſs was to remove miſtakes about it, I look d upon as 


One 
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one indication, that he had not ſettled any clear and di- 
ſtin& notion of it in his own head. Otherwiſe, thought 
I, he would not in that place have contented himſelf with 
ſaying, it was no other than the forming of Cbriſi in men, 
0 as that they become the Epi file of Chrift, without tell- 
ing us in what ſenſe he underſtood thoſe myſtical expreſ- 
ſions. And tho'this was ſaid (as he now tells us, and 
I imagin'd before) in oppoſition to ſuch as ſet the ſuc- 
ceſs he ſpeaks of too low, that is no excuſe for his not ex- 
plaining himſelf clearly, how low or how high he would 
have it ſet; eſpecially , when he did not acquaint his 
Readers how low it was ſet by thoſe, whoſe miſtake he 
was willing to rectify. This, I ſay, looks as if he was not 
reſolv'd within himſelf, how he would have it diſtinctly 
ſtated. And whenever I ſee men, that pretend to explain 
themſelves in order to remove miſapprehenſion, yet leave 


their meaning involv'd in obſcure or myſtical expreſſions, 


I am apt to look upon it as an indication of this nature; 
unleſs there be reaſon to ſuſpect that they have a diſtinct 
meaning, but are willing to conceal it: which I did not 
take to be Mr. P.'s cafe. 

Another thing was, that tho' by this expreſſion of form- 
ing Chrift in men, and by ſeveral others in the Sermon 1t- 


s elf, it ſeem'd to me, that he could underſtand nothing leſs 
n chan (what he has now own'd he did) the bringing men to be 


true and ſincere Chriſtians, yet I ſaw that elſewhere ( as 
p. 18, 19. of the Sermon) he repreſented the ſucceſs he 
ſpoke of as liable to the obſervation of the meaneſt Chriſtians, 
and his Rule grounded thereon as eve 40 the capacities of 
all: and I could not imagine himſelf to believe that That 
eal inward regeneration, or entire change of heart, which 
is requiſite to the becoming a true and ſincere Chriſtian, 
as a matter of ſo eaſy obſervation. And therefore it 
look'd to me, that his notion of ſucceſs was lower in one 

place than in another. 3 
Theſe were the indications of unſettledneſs I had in my 
jew. That they were certain ones I did not ſay. Iavoid- 
d it purpoſely 4 fear of wronging him. He hath now, 
however, very much confirm'd them by his great 9 
I 2 as 
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(as it ſeems) at my expreſſing an hope, he would not ſay 
at laſt, that he meant no more by ſucceſs than bringing the 
outward converſation 10 a Chriſtian-hike form, and his ſo in- 


conſiſtent talk upon that occaſion. *Tis next to impoſli- 


ble he ſhould have a diſtin ſettled notion of the matter, 
and talk at that rate. If he means no more by ſucceſs than 
the bring ing the outward converſation to a Chriftian-hhe 


form, why doth he not only expreſs it by forming Chriſt Þ 


in men, but alſo allow of my interpretation of that ex- 
preſſion to take in Chriſtian integrity of heart, and many 


other ways expreſs himſelf to the ſame purpoſe ? And if 


he doth mean more, than the rectifying the outward con- 
verſation as aforeſaid, why is he ſo angry with me for hop- 
ing he will not ſay, he did not mean more? Surely he 
doth not know what he means. 


If he would ſay (and now I do my very beſt to help hin 


out) that the ſucceſs he goes upon is indeed the forming 
Chriſt in men, but that he means that in the uſe of his 
Rule it ſhould always be ſuppos d that Chrift is form'd 
within, when the outward converſation is brought to 2 
Chriſtian-like form: he muſt give me leave to tell him that 
That is inconſiſtent. It is to ſay, and unſay. It is in words to 


place the ſucceſs he goes upon in the forming Chriſt in 


men, but in effect and truth to do otherwiſe. For by vir- 
tue of that ſuppoſition, a Mmiſtry that reforms the out. 
ward converſation will be ſucceſsful in the meaning of 
the Rule, -tho' it be not ſucceſsful to the forming Chriſt 
in men. And when we are in any meaſure certain, that 

the outward converſation is by a Miniſtry brought to a 

Chriſtzan-like form, and (as it will ordmarily, if not al. 
ways, happen) not equally certain that Chriſt is form'd 

within, we ſhall be more certain that the ſaid Miniſtry is 
fucceſsfal in the true intent and meaning of the Rule (if 

it be to be underſtood with the ſuppoſition aforeſaid) than 
that it is ſucceſsful to the forming Chriſt in men. Which 

could nat poſſibly be, if the forming Chriſt in men, were 
really the fucceſs which the Rule goes upon. But to proceed 
Another point there 1s relating to the ſuccefs from which 

he argues, which wants to be a little berter fettled : 7 
| tnat 
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at is, Whether ſucceſs upon any, how few ſoever, be ſuf- 
cient ; Or, if not, What meaſure of ſucceſs his argument 
equires. If ſucceſs upon any be ſufficient ; then Mr. P. 
nuſt ſay, that every pretended Miniſtry that hath ſucceſs 
er, pon any, how few ſoever, is call'd and authoriz d by 
hriſt, and that G never gives force and efficacy 10 hir 
word and other means in tbemſelues proper, when apply d 
uſurpers of the Miniftry; and yet Mr. P. did not think 
it to fay that God never did fo, or that it were at all 
range, if he ſometimes ſhould, when (Def. p. 40. ) he re- 
ted and remark'd upon my ſaying, that it was not at all 
range that God ſometimes ſhould. And if ſucceſs up- 
op- Pn any be not ſufficient, then Mr. P.'s principle will 
he pot always hold, that the interpoſition of Chriſt by his 
pirit in concurrence with a Miniſtry proves ſuch Miniſtry 
uthortz'd by him: nor do I know how to underſtand 
r. P. when in the page laſt quoted he ſays, that be can r 
bink Chrift will favour uſurpers of the Miniſtry with ſuch 
onal rnterpoſitions. Beſides, it ſeems to me to remain 
nſettled, what meaſure of ſucceſs is ſufficient to argue 
rom ; unleſs we are to underſtand Mr. P. to have fix d it 
0 a ſuperiority of ſucceſs upon a compariſon made be- 
tyeen two Miniſtries in ſome reſpects oppoſite, and where- 
ir. Jof it is preſuppos d that one is authoriz'd by Chriſt. But 
ut. hat ſuch a ſuperiority is the only ordinary ſucceſs, in Mr. 
ofs notion, to be depended upon as proving a Miniſtry 
riſt euthoriz'd, I dare not ſay. I rather think the contrary in- 
hat deed: and therefore wiſh he had explain'd himſelf more 
» aully on this head. 


nd S ner. 
(i Thad ſaid, that all that Mr. P. ſeems now willing to 
an ſſcontend for is, that ſucceſs will prove the Validity of a Mi. 
ich Hairy. Upon which he asks (Def. p. 48, 49. ) by whar it 
ere ſaves in the leaſt appear, he was ever willing to contend for 
ech more; and takes ſome pains to ſhew it improbable that 
ich Ihe ever was. And, truly, I believe he never was; provid- 
ed we take validity in that which I now think my 5 
at enſe. 
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That is, if to prove a Miniſtry Valid be to prove it, no 
uſurp'd, but really and truly Call'd and Authoriz d by 
Chriſt, then he never meant to contend for more than Va 
lidity to be prov d by ſucceſs. But if to prove a Miniſt 
Valid be only (as I always underſtood it, and as I tak 
it properly to ſignify) to prove it effectual to the prope 
purpoſes of a Miniſtry, then he does ſtill contend for more 
viz. for Right or Authority as well as Validity, to be prov 
by ſacceſs. For, ſurely, a Miniſtry authoriz'd by Chriſt i 
in the general nature of it a Rightful Miniſtry. 

But I never love to contend with any man about the ul: 
of a word. Had I been aware of that which I now take 
to be his ſenſe of validity, when I wrote my Remarks, I 
ſhould never have ſuggeſted that he ſeem'd willing ta 
prove more than that by ſucceſs in the Sermon on that ſub: 
ject : as indeed I never meant to ſuggeſt that he did. Noth 
ſhould I have troubled my Reader with the enquiry I made 
whether ſucceſs will prove a Miniſtry Valid ; or, how far 
a Miniſtry may be valid, which is not duly call d. Bea: 
cauſe, how uſeful ſoever the enquiry be in it: ſelf, it is ref] p 
ally not to the purpoſe of Mr. P.'s doctrine of proving a 
Miniſtry Valid by ſucceſs ; becauſe it goes upon a notion 
of Validity different from his: And yet the anſwer, which; 
he hath made to it, ſeems to oblige me to re- conſider it. 

I began this enquiry with ſaying (Rem. p. 15.) that a 
Miniſtry is ſo far valid as it is effeftual to thoſe purpoſes, 
70 which Chrift intended the Mimiſtry in his Church ſhould 
be effefFual, In theſe words I laid down my notion of a 
Valid Miniſtry, and that in ſuch a manner, as plainly to 
ſhew that I took it (as I do ſtill) to be undoubtedly the,, 
proper notion of it. And yet Mr. P. upon reciting this ad 
(Def. p 49. ) makes no exception thereto, but on the con-. 
trary ſoon after ſlides into my uſe of the term (as I think 
I am bound to underſtand him) without taking the leaſt |, 
notice of the change, or of any difference of acceptation: 
as if either his own notion 1 were not fix d, or at leaſt 
he did not care whether our Readers underſtood us or not. 
Some inſtances of his uſing the term Valid in my ſenſe, 
with reſpect to a Miniſtry ſhall be particularly noted in rhe 
ſequel. ext 
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na Next to my words laſt recited follow theſe, Aud ſo it [a 

by iniſtry] may be valid either in all reſpefFs, or only in 

Vaiome. And wherein it is valid, it may be ſo, either (per ſe) in 

f's own Right proceeding from Chriit's inſtitution of and pro- 

iſe to, his Miniſtry, or (per accidens) accidentally, as to the 

ad Mmiſtry, i.e. out 4 ſuch regards of the Divine Goodneſs, 

8 which it hath no claim. And this, which I take to be 

plain and obvious ſenſe, Mr. P. calls a parade of Metaphy- 

Mica! aſtincrions (Def. p. 49.) and intimates to be oſtenta- 

jous: when in truth I had no other deſign thereby, than 

o ſet the matter I was upon in as clear a light, as 1 could, 

nd knew not how to do it, but by making the diſtinctions 

foreſaid. And I hope I may ſay, without being magiſte- 
aal, that whoever ſhall ſet himſelf clearly to inform as well 
s perſwade, or but to think exactly, will find ſuch di- 

inctions, as Mr. P. here ridicules, to be no unprofitable 
r unneceſſary niceties. Nor are men wont to confound 
emſelves and others by any thing more, than by not 
iſtinguiſhing in proper place. 

He pretends, however, to examine how my diſtinctions 
tec our controverſy in the application I make of them. 
1 n order to which he ſets down the following words of 
nenne, Mi whether a Mini fir) be valid, ſo far as it is ſuc- 
ful to the proper purpoſes of a «Miniſtry, can be no que- 
tron ; unleſs it may be doubted, whether a ſucceſsful Mi- 
n be ſucceſsful. But ſucceſs in one reſpect᷑ will not 
ove 4 Miniſtry valid in another, not included in that. And 
hen he tells the world (Def. p. 49, 50.) that the arift of 
I thrs is, that a Miniſtry may by the ſucceſs appear valid 
10 the buſineſs of preaching, but not of baptizing, and 
dds, that 7 fancy 7 have a brave evaſion, and that here 
cannot apply bis argument at all, viz. as looking upon 
e ſucceſs of baptiſm, in the ordinary caſes of Infants eſpe- 
ally, to be too latent for his purpoſe, tho' that of preach- 
ng be not. Butthis 1s to enter 1nto my thoughts, to re- 
roach me with fancying what I do not fay a word of ; 
nd with an evaſive purpoſe, which doth not at all ap- 
ar. And the truth 1s, 1t was neither only, nor chiefly, 


or in any particular manner, my drift to oyerthrow, _ 
leſs 
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leſs to evade, the application of his argument to prove tl e. 
Validity of any Miniſtry to the Ke of Baptizing. Nit 

ſhould I have troubled my-ſelf at all about his Rule 01 
ſuccels, had it tended only to prove the validity of a 
niſtry to that purpoſe, without regard to Ordination: th A 
lam ſatislied tis inſufficient in that reſpect. Nor ſhouldſ w 
now take any notice of the more particular rules which if th 
advances upon this occaſion; were it not to prevent nf in 
{takes in judging of the validity of other adminiſtrationff fic 
beſides that of Baptiſm. I wall uſe however, as much br th 
vity as I can in the examination of them: when firſt Þ] to 
have obſerv'd, that Mr. P. here, in repreſenting me as will ac 
ing to own that a Miniſtry may by the ſi appear ve cit 

lid as to the buſineſs of Preaching,muſt not uſe valia for ai pr. 
#hortz'd by Cbrift, but in my ſenſe for ectual to the pi an 
per purpoſe ; unleſs he would egregiouſly miſrepreſent m nil 
who never gave him occaſion to think 1 would allow ſudfl( 2 
ceſs ſufficient to prove a man authoriz'd, as a Miniſter, i his 
the bulineſs of Preaching. | hu 

The firſt of the particular Rules before refer'd to is thiiia 
ſtated by him (ibid.) T hat ſucceſs which will ſerve to eu ar 
dence the validity of the admini Nration of an ordinance 
one perſon, will hkewiſe prove the validity of the ſame admiſfmu 
uiſtration | he means by the ſame perſon alſo, or, howevaſſas : 
by the ſame kind of Miniſtry] 70 another; ſuppoſing there ¶ tha 
am equal right in both to have it adminiſtred to tbem. T his 
holds true, if the adminiſtration be ſuppos d Valid to oi /in, 
perſon of right, or by virtue of the Divine promiſe mad Ih 
to Chriſt's Miniſters ; but otherwiſe not: becauſe God mi nie 
ſometimes give a bleſſing, where he hath promis d nongof « 
and yet not always do it in caſes which to us ſeem like. 


for Mr. P.'s application of this his rule to the caſe of Bagcan 
tiſm, tho' exceptionable in ſeveral reſpects, 1 ſhall make i and 
occ. 


particular reflection on it for the reaſon before given. 
The ſecond Rule which he lays down (ibid.) upon th this 

occaſion is, That when a Miniftry appears to be valid in I ſom 

greater and more chief endof it's in flitution, tis reaſonalſ ſucc 

zo ſuppoſe tis ſo likewiſe with reſpect to any inferiour pur} 

ſes of 1. Here the phraſe of being valid in à greater or m 
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chief end is not good ſenſe: nor can Iany ways tell, whe- 
N ther he means valid in a chief part 2 the Minifterial Office, 
Noc, valid to that which is the chief end of the whole Office. 
| MY My anſwer therefore ſhall be adapted to both meanings. 
And it is this, That God, of his great goodneſs towards 
well-meaning, tho' miſtaken people, may ſometimes make 
the Miniſtrations of perſons unauthoriz'd valid or effectual 
in or to a great or chief part or end of the Miniſterial Of- 
onff fice : and yet their Miniſtrations in any kind will not 
cherefore be fit to be depended upon, becauſe not entitled 
to Chriſt's promiſe. Such perſons likewiſe may appear to 
act validly or with effect, and yet really act without any 
effect but what is ſuperficial and tranſitory. And tis very 
all probable that God, who is wont many ways to exerciſe 
and prove his people, may often ſuffer uſurpers of the Mi. 
J niltry to act with a great appearance of power and efficac 
(and that particularly in Preaching ) for the exerciſe of 
„his people in a conformity to Rule and Order, and in an 
humble expectation of his bleſſing thereupon, notwith- 
ſtanding any ſeeming advantages to be met with in irregu- 
lar courles. 7 | | 
It is to be noted, that in laying down this Rule Mr. P. 
muſt uſe the word Valid in my ſenſe, and not his own; 
Aas alſo when in his application of it he is pleas d to ſay, 
that I own heir eMiniftry ¶ i. e. the Miniſtry of him and 
his brethren ] may be valid lo the converting and ſaving 
ſmners, and that I deny tis valid as to baptiſm. And yer 
[ have never expreſsly own'd, what he ſays I own, or de- 
nied, what he ſays I deny. Neither have I by any colour 
Jof conſequence both own'd the one and denied the other, 
ff either in the ſame ſenſe of validity, or in ſuch ſenſe as he 
can be ſuppos'd to have fix d upon me the owning the one 
and denying the other. All that I have ſaid to give Mr. P. 
occaſion to repreſent me thus amounts to no more than 
this, That a pretended Miniſtry, not duly call'd, may 
ſometimes (for ought I know) be valid i. e. effectual or 
ff ſucceſsful to the converting and ſaving ſome ſinners, but 


chat the Baptiſms of ſuch a Miniſtry are to be look d upon 
by the Church as no better —_ Lay-baptiſms, be they = 
1 
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lid or invalid. He may at his leifure conſider how this part 
of his conduct is conſiſtent with the duty of veracity. 
I proceed to his third Rule here given, which is (Def. p. 
51.) That that ſucceſs,which evidences the valid adminiftrati- 
on of one ordinance, does likewiſe evidence the valid admini. 


ſtration of another, the aaminiitratzon of which was prevt- 


ouſly neceſſary. And this 1s very certain in the ſenſe which 
I ſuppole he intended,v/z. That that ſucceſs which eviden- 
ces one ordinance to have been validly adminiſtred to any 
perſon, doth likewiſe evidence that perſon's having had 
another ordinance adminiſtred to him, if fo be that the one 
could not have been validly adminiſtred to him before 
the other had ſo been. But that the validity of the one, 
whether it were of right or only accidental, ſhould prove 
the other to have been valid of right, there is no reaſon to 
grant; as neither, that any ordinary ſucceſs will evidence 
a validity of right; or, that the genuine and entire effect 
or ſucceſs ofany Divine Ordinance is ordinarily obſervable 
with certainty by mortal man. Nor do 1 conceive that any 


Ordinance (v. g. the Lord's Supper) doth ſo neceſſarily 


require another (v. g. bapuſm ) previouſly to ir, but that 
God may as well, and as often and out of the like regards 
of his goodneſs, ſupply that defect in an extraordinary 
way, as give ſucceſs to any acts of an uſurping Miniſtry. 
What is moſt certain and moſt needful to be obſerv'd 15, 
that we are to wait for God's bleſſing in the ways of his 
appointment, and not betake our-ſelves to irregular cour: 
ſes out of any appearance of ſucceſs to be met with in 
them. What chere is of ſuch an appearance attending upon 
the Adminiſtrations of the Lord's Supper by Diſſenting Mi- 
niſters, I take not upon me to determine. Whatever it 


be, it is not fit to be trulted to by any body, without be- 


ing otherwiſe aſſur d of the grounds upon which both their 
Miniſtry and their Separation ſtand. 

His laſt Rule is, (ibid.) 7 hat as the ſucceſs of a Miniftry 
in one Adminiſtration confeſſedly ſhews it valid in that re- 
ſpect᷑, ſo ſucceſs in all Adminiſtrations ſhews it valid in al 
reſpects. And here again I muſt ſuppoſe him to ſpeak of 
the validity of a Miniſtry in my ſenſe, or elſe groſsly to 
miſrepreſent 


[25] 1 


miſrepreſent me. For, that ſucceſs in one adminiſtration 


ſhews a Miniſtry valid in that reſpect, by my confeſſion, as 
valid is us d by him, to ſignify, calld and authoris d by Cbriſt, 
is utterly untrue, He knows I pleaded on the contrary, that 
a Miniſtry not authoriz d by Chriſt may ſometimes have 
ſucceſs. Belides the word ſbeus as it ſtands in this Rule, 
is neither of my uſing, nor, according to my ſenſe of things, 
proper to be us'd: becauſe I eſteem the chief and proper 
ſucceſs of every Goſpel-Ordinance to be of ſo latent a na- 
ture in 1t-ſelf, as not to be qualified to ſhew any thing. So 
that when this Rule is plainly expreſs'd, and ſo as truly 
to ſtand upon my confeſſion, it will come to no more than 


this, That as a «Miniſtry which is ſucceſsful in one admi- 


niſtration is certainly valid (i. e. Mectual or ſucceſsful ) in 
that reſpect, ſo a Miniſtry which i ſucceſsful in all aami- 
niſiratious is valid ( 1. e. effeftual or ſucceſsful) in all re- 
ſpefs. This indeed will hold by my confeſſion, and Mr. 
P. is welcome to the moſt he can make of it. But if he 
diſlikes his Rule thus underſtood, as being of no uſe, I can 
only ſay, that he had no reaſon to expect any better for 
his purpoſe on the foot of my confeſſion ; eſpecially after 
the fair warning I gave him (Rem. p. 15.) where I ſaid, 
that whether a Miniſlry be valid, ſo far as it is ſucceſsful 
to the proper purpoſes of a Miniſtry, can be no que$t1on ; un- 
leſs it may be doubted, whether a ſucceſsful Miniftry be 
ſucceſsful. , What Mr. P. meant more by this Rule I muſt 
leave him to explain; to me it looks dark. 

In the ſame page he ſeems to ſuppole that I count every 
regularity in an Ordination ſufficient to evidence a Mini- 
flry is uſurped, and not duly called: which alſo, I think, 
is what he calls my principle. Def. p. 53. But therein he 


_F miſtakes me. I confeſs I did ſay (p. 17. of my Remarks) 


that nothing but ſpecial revelation, or neceſſity, can amount 
to a due or ſufficient Call without regular Ordination. But 
thereby I meant ſuch an Ordination as the Rule allows to 
be good or valid, without regard to ſuch circumſtances as 
are extra- eſſential: nor did I ever, nor is it probable Jever 
ſhould, imagine, that an Ordination wanting no eſſentials 
ſhould not be a ſufficient Call to the Miniſtry, without 

K 2 {ome 
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ſome. other - circumſtances, that are not eſſential, or with 
any cirumſtances, which, however irregular, deſtroy not 
the eſſence of it. An Ordination regular in Eſſentials is, 
doubtleſs, a ſufficient Call to the Miniſtry in general, not. 
withſtanding any extra-eſſential irregularity, | 
And therefore I ſhall not need to go out of my way to 
vindicate the Regularity of our Ordinations 1n every cir- 
cumſtance, whether eſſential or not. It were endleſs to 
dwell upon every new matter that may be ſuggeſted. And 
for the ſame reaſon I ſhall not ſtand to diſcuſs what Mr. 
P. objects (Def. p.13.) againſt the management of Excom- 
munications and Abſolutions in our Church: which he 
brings in upon no other occaſion, than my ſaying, what I 
believe himſelf and every body will allow, 7 bat, as 10 
what concerns the outward polity of the Church, a Mmiſtry I 
is then Valid, when the Acts of it ( as v. g. it's Excommu- 
nic ations and Abſoluttons) are of right to be admitted as e,. 
fectual to all the purpoſes of Excleſiaſtical Order and Diſct- 
pline, or not to be treated as void and null in thoſe regard. 
And as to what he ſays p. 52. that it would ſeem very 
" firange to him, if God ſhould make an uſurp a Miniflry more 
ſucceſsful than ſuch a one as is duly Call d, that has been 
confider'd already. h 
And whereas he adds ibid. that he doth not ſee, how aſt 
Miniſtry can be thought valid to put men in a ſlate of Sal. 
vation, without being valid in all the aqminiftrations, that Ee, 
are ſuppos d neceſſaary in order thereto : that, by reaſon of en 
our different notions of validity, is really an obſcure, how: tel 
ever it may ſeem a plain ſentence. I wiſh he would clear- Þy 
ly ſpeak his mind, to theſe two points. 1. Whether mere 
Lay men, and of them ſuch particularly as take themſelves 
to be (though really they are not) Miniſters ſufficiently 
Call'd, and thereupon bear themſelves as ſuch, may ſome- Þ 
times by their Teachings and Exhortations, and other 
means, be inſtrumental to the bringing men to a true and Þ tt 
lively faith in Chriſt , which includes repentance; and || 
2. Whether all they who have ſuch faith, and who conſe- 
quently cannot be guilty of a wilful negle& of any ritual 
obſervance requir'd, are in a ſtate of ſalvation. If 7 an- 
| wer, 


s 7 


= | 
ith wer affirmatively to both theſe queſtions (as in effect he 
ot @lainly does to the later (Def. p.'58. ) he then ſees how that 
is, Fay be which I ſay, viz. how « Hmiſtry ( ſo term d) may 
ot · Feerdentally have ſucceſs upon ſome perſons to the putling 
hem into a flate of Salvation, and yet not be duly Calld, 
to Ir Valid, as of right (i. e. as entitled to Chriſt's promiſe 
ir. ſpade to his Miniſtry) in any one Adminiſtration. If, 
to Jontrary to my expectation, he anſwer negatively in either 
nd aſe, he will deny indeed what I have own'd (and, with 
Ar. Ibmiſſion, do ſtill) ro be my opinion, but what I am 
m- ſhot under any neceſſity of maintaining. For tho' I hope 
he any Diſſenters are in a ſtate of Salvation, it appears much 
t I Pore certain to me, that the Miniſtry among them 1s not 
to July Call d, than that any of them are put into ſuch a ſtate 
Iry by the acts or performances of it made — by the Di- 
1. ine concurrence. So that if it could be made appear, that 
muſt in reaſon either deny the Diſſenting Miniſtry any 
ne ſucceſs, or grant them a due Call, I ſhould think my- 
f oblig'd ro do the former. Bat at preſent I ſee no neceſſi- 
of either, | 
To what I ſay, that in reſpect of the outward polity of 
e Church, 7 conceive no Mimiſtry to be valid, which hath 
ot both a aue Call to the Office, and ſuch an one as may 
ul under the copnizance of the Church, he anſwers, or ra- 
er repartees, that a Vile more charity might help me 70 
e, thoſe be pleads for have ſuch a Call. I might ſay, that 
of en, ſure, it will be allow'd me, that J have a good deal 
w- It charity already. But, to be ſerious, I ſce no reaſon, why 
ar- y charity ſhould be in the leaſt queſtion'd upon this oc- 
ere lion. What I ſaid is a general truth, which himſelf doth 
ves ot think fit to deny: not did I apply it to the caſe of any 
tly ferticular Miniſtry whatſoever. I was conſidering in the 
me · Fneral only, what validity a Miniſtry, not duly Call'd, 
her Pight or might not have. And where the uncharitableneſs 
ind chat is, I cannot imagine. 
nd When I read and conlider'd his telling us Def. p.5 1. that 
[peaks of ſuch as have a due Call, and that the Miniſtry 
defends is not uſurp'd, but duly call'd, I really took his 
« Fcaning ( tho' I thought it oddly expreſs'd) to be, __ 
| e 
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he did not pretend ſucceſs would prove a Miniſtry Valiſ ha. 
whether it be or be not duly calld; but that it wo 
prove it Valid, as being duly call'd : a due or ſufficie 
Call being included in his notion of a Valid Miniſtry. B 
now I am apt to think I took him wrong. Becauſe he 
p. 13. he not only blames me for not ſeeing that thoſe | 
pleads for have a due Call, and ſuch an one, as may fall 
under the cognizance of the Church, but immediatly ſut 
Joyns theſe'words, © And where the eſſentials of an ording 
tion are, I ſhall never attempt to invalidate it, for the ſak 
e of an irregularity in a diſputable circumiance. One wou 
think by this, that he did not pretend ſucceſs would proy 
any Miniſtry Valid in his ſenſe, which had not the ellca 
tials of Ordination. And yet tis manifeſt, that his arg 
ments tend to defend every pretended Miniſtry, that half, 
ſucceſs, whether it have thoſe eſlentials or not: nor do 
he once tell us that thoſe eſſentials are to be preſuppos di 
the application of his Rule of Succeſs. He doth not one 
tell us that, J ſay, either in the Sermon it-ſelf on that ſul 
ject, or in his Apology for it in his Preface to the othe 
Nor could he well tell us ſo, ſince 'tis manifeſt his arg 
ments have no dependence at all on ſuch a ſuppoſition, b 
_ either be conclulive without it, or not concluſi 
with it. 


SECT. XII. 


Towards the bottom of p. 53. coming to cloſe what i 
hath to ſay in defence of what he calls the argument of H 
Sermon, entituled, An Cſeful Miniftry a Valid One, he 0 
ſerves, That J own my ſelf, that I had not throug bout pi 
ticularly examin'd that Sermon. By which what he woul 
inſinuate I do not know. But my meaning, in what 
ownd, plainly was, that I had not in thoſe my Remariy ! 
which were printed, examin d it particularly throughoulþ a 
And why might not I in that manner examine the gener 
Doctrine of a Sermon, without doing the like by the Aj 
plication of it, or any other particular therein contain 
Eſpecially, when it was but a by concern to the buſin 
which I had undertaken. However, I can aſſure him, th 
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lf nad carefully perus'd and confider'd the whole Sermon, 
ound particularly weigh'd with my-ſelf the force of all by 
deim {aid in ſupport of the general doctrine; and not only 

„ but took care in my Remarks to leave no part of that 
heſſnanſwer d, either by a direct refutation, or by overthrow- 
e! g the ſuppoſition upon which only it could ſtand. How 
fl tectually this was done let others Judge : as alſo, whether 
lu have not in this my Reply ſufficiently diſcover'd the 
iF$:kneſs of his Defence in this regard. 
Ja But he ſays further ( p:5 3, 54.) Hat I have not been able 
give the leaft evidence, that his nottons appear unſettled 
1d confus d, tho (he ſays) 7 over and over reproach him 
ere with; which (he adds) 7s not fair in a man that 
tends to ſuch an exacFneſs in his conduct. To this I an- 
yer, firſt, that I pretended to no greater exactneſs in my 
Induct, than what it becomes every man, and much more 
ery Chriſtian to pretend to. I pretended to be careful to 
my adverſary no wrong: and as I my-ſelf am ſure I 
; {ul ally was; fo 1 do not find but my Readers are generally 
AFisfied as to that. The ſame pretence I ſtill continue, and 
arg ppe that no provocations, or other temptations, ſhall di- 
, bert me from a ſuitable behaviour: but I do not, nor ever 
lui 1, pretend to be ſecure from all involuntary ſlips in 
is or any other reſpect. 
Ianſwer further, that whether his notions about his Rule 
ſucceſs, as deliver'd in his Sermon on that ſubject and 
eface to the other, do not appear in ſome reſpects unſet- 
of Mead and confus'd ( which, however, I never mention d in 
ne 0 reproachful way, unleſs the bare mention be a reproach) 
„t PB: intelligent Reader is the proper judge. I am ſure they 
od d appear ſo to me, and that I was put to a good deal of 
vhatY,uble, which I would gladly have avoided, and ſhould, 
mar'y I could have clearly ſatisfied my-ſelf, what it was that 
ghodq aim d at. 
ene freely confeſs that now I think I underſtand, that by a 
ie AF:lid Miniſtry he means not barely a Miniſtry Valid in it's 
ain (ds, but a Miniſtry Validly or ſufficiently call'd, I can 


lat Il 


Noncile him better to himſelf as to what he would — 
ucceſs 
from 


Ih one reſpect, than I could before. But as to the 


[87] 
from which he argues, I cannot but think, for reaſons ec 
fore given, that he hath not yer ſettled any diſtinct notiq hit 
ef it. Nor is it yet altogether clear to, me what he woulfl B 
prove: as to which I ſhall explain my ſelf preſenily, Ihe 
Having had occaſion to mention the appearance of unſſon 
tledneſs and confuſedneſs in his notions, p. 17. of my R 
marks, I proceeded to give an inſtance thereof in thellf 
words, T he tendency of bis arguments is to prove ſucceſs iff 
converting and ediſying a ſufficient evidence of a Call 10 thi 
Miniſtry, and to perſwade people to reft ſattsfied in, and Wer 
chaſe, a Miuiſiry, that appears ta have ſuch fſucce/s, with 
troubling themſelves about it's Ordination, or any other eulfy i 
aence of it's Call. But that this was his intention be wi 
not own : aud whether he ever will or can give à c{ear an 
diſtintF account of what he did mean, I cannot fell. Qr 
would think now, that if he really had any clear and « 
ſtinct ſetiled meaning in this matter, here was provocaij 
on enough to make him declare it. And by his reciting t 
words aforeſaid, and by the form of his anſwer to the 
one would think that was his deſign. However, by the con 
cluſion of it (viz. Aud ſo, J hope, I have given a clear 
diſtinet account of what 7 did mean) it appears, that | 
would not have us expect any clearer account thereof, th 
what we here have. Let us fee therefore, what that is. 

And thus it begins Def. p.5.4. © 7 he tendency of my ani 
nent was indeed to ſhew, that ſuch ſucceſs was a ſufft 
ce ent evidence of the valiaity [i e. valid Call] of a Minijt 
« and cannot ſee but it muſi be ſo, ſince tis an evidence | 
6 Chr S fulfilling to them the promiſe be made to his Minifole 
ce ters of being with them. I ſuppoſe, I have explain'd /uſk 
hdity to his mind; tho' ſince he could not but be ſenbbhade 
that I took the word in another ſenſe, and ſince himſchhei 
alſo now hath vs'd it ſometimes in my ſenſe, and thiſÞcc 
as ſpoken of a Miniſtry, I wiſh for the Reader's fuller pre, 
tisfaction he had not ug d it here, without an explicatiq;en, 
of his own. And ſince in the words to which he makes thing 
reply, I had expreſs'd what I now conceive he ſtyles Va 
dity by a Call, why doth he change my clearer expreſſiqq 
for a more ambiguous one? It could hardly be r * 

| accidel 


e 
1s bfccident, and the deſign, I am ſure, could not be perſpi- 


ny. x 1 7 * « 
& But ſuppoſing he had never ſo plainly acknowledg'd, that 
je tendency of his arguments was to ſhew that ſucceſs in 
Mnverting and edifying is a ſufficient evidence of a Call to 
xe Miniſtry; why doth he not ſpeak to that further ten · 
ncy Wherewith 1 charge them in this place, viz. a Zenden- 
s per ſwade people 1d reſt ſatisfied in, and to chuſe, a Mi- 
r that appears to have ſuch ſucceſs, without troubling 
emſelues about it's Ordination, or any other. evidence of 
boy's Call? Some, perhaps, may think that this latter tenden- 
eu is in effect ſo plainly contain d in the former, that it was 
: Tifþr that reaſon not needfnl to be own'd diſtinctly by it-ſelf. 
ut for all that, it would have been more clear and open 
ocedure, if he had ſo own'd or denied it: and till he 
ore fully explains himſelf in this particular, I dare not 
vcatifiy poſitively how he would be underſtood. Something 
re was the matter, that he would neither deny nor granc 
K&preſsly what was put ſo home to him. If his intention 
Fas to perſwade people to what I charg'd his arguments as 
nding to perſwade them, why will he ſo fully make good 
What I ſaid, that he would not own it? And if that really 
not his deſign, why will he not ſay it was not, and 
ew us withal how the tendency of his arguments is to be 
Foderated in that reſpect ? 
As to the particular argument ( from the fulfilling of the 
Fomiſe ) which he here ſuggeſts, that hath been conſider d 
ready, and is delective in two reſpects. 1. In that it ſup- 
ſeth, that when any pretended Miniſters have ſucceſs, it 
1 holt be in the way of fulfilling to them, the promiſe 
1btade by Chriſt to his Miniſters, i. e. it muſt be in virtue of 
imlKeir right to the ſaid promiſe. 2. In that it ſuppoſes the 
thſpeceſs promis d to the Miniſtry to be a thing of ſuch a na- 
ler pre, as to be producible by way of evidence to mortal 
atiqpen, with a ſufficient degree of certainty. Of both which 
s [NFiings (which he knew 1 denied) enough hath been ſaid 
Va tteady. My bulineſs at preſent is not to examine his argu- 
ellioents, but to underſtand clearly, if it may be, what it is 
ne He argues for and drives at. Towards which I am very lit- 
dene help'd by what follows, L * My 


A 
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1000 Ap defign further (faith he ) in not mentioning a 
ce gular Ordination was, 10 — people s laying a great 
«Areſs upon it, than it wil bear. But he needed not to pi 
any account, why he did not mention what he calls ar 

| far Ordination, 1.e. an Ordination regular in all circumſta 

ces, whether eſſential or not. The queſtion is, why he d 
not memion Ordination at all, when he was teaching pul ti 
ple to judge of the pretenſions of Miniſtries; not jo muc 
as allowing it the leaſt place among the various other ci 
cumſtances, which he recounts; whereby the evideni 
from {acceſs may be much ſtrengthen d: as if no ſtreſs at; 
were to be laid upon the very eſſentials of Ordination. Fi 
my part, I ſhould not in the leaſt doubt, but that his deſi 
was to perſwade people to chuſe, or reſt ſatisfied in, a M 
niſtry that appears to be ſucceſsful , without troublir 
themſelves about its Ordination, whether it had any ff th 
none: were it not that, beſides that he will not be provok 
to own this deſign, he doth ſeveral times (to my app., 
henſion) ſuggeſt that he had it not; eſpecially p. 42. at 
53. of this his Defence, in words which have been quote 
and conſider'd already. . * | pe 
And the ſame thing ſeems to be inſinuated in the wort 
laſt recited from him, together with the following, whic 
are theſe, * 7 am heartily for impoſition of hands, but an 
& think 7 ought therefore to queſtion the validity of the Min 
e /Iry of thoſe, who have every thing elſe that can be requit 
« in a Miniſter. And therefore, as I don't my-ſeif, ſo nei! 
« f/, have others, ſcruple the receiving and joyning wil 
te {auch Mym/lers, upon the account of that circumſtance whit di 
&« 7 acknowledge an irregularity. This, I ſay, looks as if Wade 
would not be thought to pert wade people to chuſe a Mini w 
{try without any regard to Ordination, but only not tar 
reject any one on the account of an irregularity in a eiſj bl 
eumſtance, which he doth not count eſſential to it. 

-* Aid ſo (continues he) the whole tendency of my arg 
e ment was to promote charity, and I don't wonder it therffhe 
ce fore was: diſpleaſing to ſome men. Let this Author noiſ ec 
* try, if be can find any thing in either of the tu Sermoniſhe 
bat doth not well agree with this deſign. And ſo I * 00 
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a char and diflint? account of what I did mean. 
y his argument I judge he means the doctrine of trying 
wy Miniftries by ſucceſs, as by him deliver'd and ſupported. 
And how it can be truly ſaid, that the whole tendency of 
chat is to promote charity, I cannot imagine: unleſs to lead 
people into a diſregard of the whole buſineſs of Ordina- 
tion, and to put them upon judging one another in order 
to judge of their reſpective — be promoting chari- 
r ci ty. And if you take the whole Sermon together on this 
dene — both Doctrine and Application (all which he may, 
ta polſibly, mean by hi argument) the tendency of it is as 
mueh to promote charity between Epiſcopariaus and Dif 
ſenters (the charity which he pretends to have deſign d 
Def p. 19, 20.) as for a Plantiff to repreſent the Defendant 
lin as a notorious Villain in compariſon to him, and to make 
that a ſure argument of his having the Right of the Caule, 
is the way to procure amity between them. 
Mr. P. indeed would be thought now to have had the 
caſe of ſuch, as he ſuppoſes Ordain'd without impoſition of 


« have given 


pears no footſtep in the Sermon it-ſelf: nor is there any 
word thing more manifeſt in it than a deſign to eſtabliſn the ho- 


vid nour of the aſſociated Diſſenting Miniſtry in general upon 


4h n the diſgrace of that which is Epiſcopal among us. As is vi- 
Mmible almoſt throughout the whole Application from p. 23. 
quij of the Sermon to p. 38. incluſive. The tendency of which 
er1hto promote charity I have noted before. I know not whe- 
> wither he takes me to be one of thoſe, who are likely to be 
wirgdiſpleas'd with a thing on account of it's charitable ten- 
if tifdency : but this I am ſure of, that I am chiefly diſpleas d 
Ming with that Sermon on account of its tendency to promote 
not tYanimofities and confuſion, and what elſe looks uncharita- 


# 


æà ciſ ble in it. 
And now I hope the Reader will agree with me, that Mr. 
argiſ P. hath not here given a clear and diſtinct account of what 
berg he did mean; but that he hath rather induſtriouſly avoid- 
ned it; by refuſing to declare himſelf upon what was put 
mon home to him; by inſinuating that he would not have ſuc- 
one cels depended upon without the eſſentials of — 
c ba an 


vo 
hands particularly in his charitable view. But of that ap- 
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| which doth not appear to have ihe eſſentials of Ordination, 
or which acts in oppoſition to the peace and order of the 


_ weakneſs of thoſe arguments, which a 


Fay 16.1. 22. read either; p. 19. 1. ule, r. oberg ES! 171. 
*g. Holy, P. 77. L. a. 1, latter. 7 500 
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How darkly and 4 he talks in both theſe 1 
1 I have already ſnewn. And theſe are conſiderable 

ifficulties, that need to be unfolded, for the clear nnder- 
ftanding of what he did mean, mn. 
My main concern is, that people be not taught or inducd 
to believe, that any appearance of ſucceſs (not miraculous) 
is ſufficient to juſtify, or direct the choice of, a Miniſtry, 


Church of Chriſt. If Mr. P. will be pleas d not only to de- 
clare, that it was not his deſign to teach, or induce people 
to believe, any ſuch thing, but alſo to ſhew how the ten- 
of his arguments that way may be avoided, I ſhall be 
ſatisfied, and think our diſpute on this ſubject happily en 
ed. In the mean time I thought it needful to thew the 
r to ha ve ſo | 
have done it Will 


a tendency; and hope now, at leaſt, 
competent eviden ge. 


